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Editorial 


Dear  Reader, 


Political  Chaos 


Political  Chaos  is  rampant  throughout  the 
western  nations  particularly  here  in  the  UK, 
France  and  the  USA.  In  the  UK,  although  an  act 
of  Parliament  was  passed  to  leave  the  EU  on  the 

29**^  of  March,  only  56  days  later  on  the  23"^^  May, 
the  polling  stations  are  open  for  electing  UK 
representatives  to  the  Brussels  Parliament. 

Money  is  on  the  newly  formed  Brexit  Party 
under  the  leadership  of  Nigel  Farage  to  win, 
although  the  question  must  be  asked,  with  the 
high  salaries  and  expenses  paid  to  members  of 
the  Brussels  Parliament,  why  would  they  be  in 
a  hurry  to  lose  their  well  paid  jobs? 

In  the  meantime  Robin  Tillbrook  is  fighting  the 
Government’s  unconstitutional  actions  through 
the  courts  and  for  his  troubles,  he  has  been 
banned  from  Facebook  in  an  effort  to  dry  up  the 
flow  of  donations  to  finance  his  challenge. 

The  crass  behaviour  of  the  UK  Government  over 
the  Brexit  negotiations,  has  had  the  effect  of 


waking  up  the  population  of  Britain  to  how  futile 
voting  is,  they  are  coming  to  understand  that 
politics  is  rigged,  just  like  the  stock  exchange.  It 
has  been  said  that  if  voting  made  a  difference,  it 
would  not  be  allowed! ! 

In  consequence  the  two  main  UK  parties. 
Conservative  and  Labour,  have  both  plummeted 
in  their  ratings  to  such  an  extent  that  they  have 
fallen  behind  some  of  the  minor  parties. 

While  people  have  been  distracted  with  Brexit, 
the  UK  military  has  been  integrated  into  the  EU 
military,  while  at  the  same  time  the  dangerous 
military  battlefield  5G  technology  is  being  rolled 
out  across  the  UK  and  the  rest  of  the  western 
world.  However,  one  bit  of  good  news  Gateshead 
Council  lost  its  case  against  Mark  Steele,  to 
imprison  him  for  warning  the  public  of  the 
dangers  of  the  5G  technology. 

Meanwhile,  the  yellow  jacket  protests  continue 
in  France,  with  a  D-notice  in  place  preventing 
the  mainstream  media  reporting  on  events  there. 
The  French  government  is  now  using  lethal  force 
to  control  the  Yellow  Jackets,  with  horrific 
injuries  having  been  caused  including  death. 

This  brings  to  mind  the  Scripture  -’’Who  is  like 
unto  the  beast?  who  is  able  to  make  war  with 
him?”(Rev.  13:4)  However,  his  time  is  near  and 
will  be  defeated.  Praise  Yahweh. 

Editor 

editor@newensign.com 

This  magazine  is  for  private  subscription  only 
and  is  not  in  any  way  connected  to  The  Ensign 
Message  Magazine  which  is  a  totally  separate 
entity. 


Contents  Page 

Arsenal  of  Words  -  (Part  3)  Pastor  Eli  James  3 

Old  Testament  “  Word  for  Word”  Part  28  -  Pastor  Steven  Howard  Anderson  6 
The  Bible,  Race  and  Culture  (6)  -  Arnold  Kennedy  8 

Harold  Stough  Notes  -  Anti-christ  and  The  Modern  World  (Part  2)  12 

Letters  and  Views  16 

Do  You  Still  Trust  Your  Doctor  22 

The  Treaty  of  1231  and  Magna  Charta  31 

Prehistoric  London  and  Its  Mounds  (Part  3)  -  E.  O.  Gordon  34 


( Page  2 ) 


Arsenal  Of  Words  (Part  3) 

A  Demonstration  of  The  Deceptive  Use  of  Words 
By  The  Rabbis  of  Judaism 
By  Pastor  Eli  James 


Disillusionment  And 
Discovery 

My  introduction 

to  priestly 
hypocrisy  came 
during  the  Second  Vatican 
Council.  As  a  mere  lad  of 


17, 1  was  a  very  idealistic  Catholic,  believing  very 
strongly  in  the  principles  of  morality  as  historically 
taught  by  the  Catholic  Church. 

That  all  changed  in  1963,  when  Vatican  II  swept 
the  "eternal  truths"  of  the  Catholic  Faith  aside.  In 
the  place  of  the  old,  long-established  "eternal 
truths"  was  a  new  set  of  "eternal  truths,"  many  of 
which  contradicted  the  old  "eternal  truths."  Unable 
to  stomach  the  hypocrisy  of  it  all,  I  left  the  Catholic 
Church  and  never  looked  back.  It  wasn’t  until  1978 
that  I  discovered  a  worthy  replacement:  Christian 
Identity. 

That  limbo  of  15  years  took  place  during  the 
Swinging  Sixties  and  the  Indulgent  Seventies,  an 
era  of  liberal  changes  with  which  I  was  not 
comfortable,  even  though  I  may  have  indulged  in 
some  of  its  guilty  pleasures.  As  I  was  looking  for 
Truth,  not  Entertainment,  the  "sex,  drugs,  and  rock 
&  roll"  culture  that  I  grew  up  in  never  appealed  to 
me,  despite  its  ubiquity. 

Giving  credit  where  it  is  due,  my  Catholic 
upbringing  did  stress  the  Ten  Commandments, 
although  the  Catholic  version  deletes  the 
Commandment  against  idolatry! 

My  assessment  of  the  Catholic  Church  proved  to 
be  correct,  as  the  Church  did  little  or  nothing,  aside 
from  lip  service,  to  stem  the  tide  of  liberalism.  In 
fact,  after  Vatican  II,  the  Church  was  instrumental 
in  institutionalising  liberalism  against  conservative 
values.  Although  maintaining  a  consistent  stance 
on  the  subject  of  abortion,  the  Church  abandoned 
its  anti-communist  position  and  its  ages-old  stance 
against  Judaism  and  Freemasonry. 

The  homosexual  /  paedophile  crisis  in  today’s 
church  is  but  one  symptom  of  Catholicism’s  inner 


sickness  and  turmoil.  Far  too  many  Catholics 
look  the  other  way  or  make  excuses,  rather 
than  demand  truth  and  accountability  from 
their  so-called  "spiritual  leaders."  Such  sheep 
get  the  pastors  they  deserve. 

In  the  middle  of  my  personal  limbo  period,  I 
did  a  tour  in  Vietnam,  surviving  a  year  of  hell, 
fighting  against  a  largely  unseen  enemy,  in  a 
war  that  was  not  designed  to  be  won.  Instead, 
I  saw  very  clearly  that  this  war  was  making 
BIG  BUCKS  for  BIG  CORPORATIONS 
while  BIG  GOVERNMENT  was  taking 
control  over  what  was  previously  the  private 
sector. 

It  was  painfully  obvious  to  me  then  -  and  also 
to  most  other  true  conservatives  -  that  the 
Government,  under  Lyndon  Baines  Johnson, 
was  using  the  Vietnam  War  as  a  cover  / 
subterfuge  /  distraction  for  the  direct 
implementation  of  far-reaching  socialistic 
intrusions  into  our  private  lives.  While  we 
were  supposedly  fighting  communism  on  the 
battlefield,  the  Welfare  State  and  liberalism 
were  the  big  winners  of  the  Vietnam  War.  Do 
you  see  the  irony? 

Our  military  strategy  was  to  capture 
objectives  in  the  field,  only  to  abandon  them 
shortly  thereafter  and  allow  the  Viet  Cong  to 
retake  those  objectives  without  a  fight. 

When  I  confronted  my  commanding  officer 
about  this  stupid  policy,  I  became  ostracized 
within  my  own  outfit.  I  told  him,  the 
company,  and  the  battalion  that  I  refuse  to 
fight  with  an  organization  that  is  not 
committed  to  winning.  At  no  point  during  the 
Vietnam  War  was  there  any  attempt  to 
establish  a  front  and  secure  the  territory 
behind  this  front.  (As  I  was  to  find  out  later, 
General  MacArthur  had  the  same  problem 
during  the  Korean  War.)  Instead,  the  enemy 
was  allowed  constant  inroads  into  whatever 
territory  we  possessed.  How  many  times 
should  a  soldier  be  asked  to  recapture  the 
same  hill? 
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The  expression,  "no-win  war,"  was  commonly 
used  by  those  of  us  who  saw  that  the  war  effort 
was  not  sincere.  I  had  developed  the  opinion  that 
the  War  was  being  deliberately  prolonged  by 
corporate  interests  in  order  to  reap  maximum 
profits  from  supplying  the  War;  and  the  federal 
government  enabled  this  policy. 

Even  before  returning  from  Vietnam  in  1970, 1 
promised  myself  that  I  would  find  out  just  who 
the  war  profiteers  were.  This  path  took  me,  first, 
to  the  hard  money  school  of  economics,  starting 
with  Harry  Browne,  Peter  Cook,  Frederic 
Bastiat,  Ludwig  von  Mises,  and  other  "rogue" 
economists,  who  taught  that  fiat  money  was  the 
bane  of  civilization,  the  true  cause  of  inflation 
and  the  true  cause  of  most  wars,  and  that  bankers 
were  the  true  war  profiteers  and  the  most 
influential  warmongers. 

Few  people  see  war 
in  this  light.  I  am 
not  aware  of  any 
college  course 
entitled.  Economics 
of  War,  101.  For  a 
real  education, 
everyone  should 
read  General 
Smedley  Butler’s 
War  Is  a  Racket. 
This  book  should  be 
the  main  college 
textbook, 
demonstrating  how  wars  are  arranged  by 
international  financiers  and  fought  for  the 
specific  purpose  of  making  profits  for 
international  corporations. 

But  you  will  never  see  such  a  course  offered  in 
any  university  curriculum.  Since  many  of  these 
"institutions  of  higher  learning"  depend  on 
corporate  handouts  (i.e.,  "philanthropy")  and 
state  funds,  both  of  which  are  controlled  by 
Jewish  agents,  the  funding  of  these  institutions 
would  quickly  be  cut  off  if  they  ever  taught  the 
truth  about  the  financing  of  war.  Academia 
rigorously  pursues  the  theme  that  wars  are  fought 
over  conflicting  ideologies  or  over  clashing 
religions,  while  the  economic  facts  of  warfare 
are  systematically  minimized  or  excluded. 

In  this  way,  college  students  are  given  "facts" 
while  they  remain  ignorant  of  true  history! 


Most  people  believe  that  wars  are  fought  over 
conflicting  ideologies.  I  would  point  out  that  an 
ideology  never  financed  a  war.  Bankers  finance 
wars. 

In  particular,  the  Rothschild  banking  family  has 
financed  more  wars  than  any  other.  From  this 
understanding,  the  forbidden  subject  of  secret 
societies  and  clandestine  operations  drew  me 
ever  deeper  into  the  fact  that  rich  and  powerful 
men  rule  from  behind  the  scenes  and  that  most 
politicians  in  the  limelight  are  nothing  more  than 
puppets  and  actors  being  manipulated  by  the 
"hidden  hand."  I  could  see  very  clearly  that  the 
main  business  of  modem  politics  is  disguising 
treason  as  patriotism.  It  was  a  very  depressing 
realization. 

A  major  revelation  for  me  was  Joe  McCarthy’s 
book,  America’s  Retreat  From  Victory,  which 
vividly  demonstrated  the  mthless  pursuit  of 
treason  for  profit  undertaken  by  our  so-called 
leaders.  This  suppressed  book  thoroughly 
documents  how  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt,  General 
"Vinegar"  Joe  Stilwell,  and  General  George  C. 
Marshall  sabotaged  Chiang  Kai-Shek’s  Free 
China  by  diverting  resources,  including  military 
supplies,  to  Mao  Tse  Tung. 

The  inescapable  conclusion  of  McCarthy’s  book 
is  that  Red  China  was  deliberately  created  by  the 
Roosevelt  Administration.  As  incredible  as  this 
statement  sounds,  anyone  with  a  brain 
understands  that  the  real  victor  of  WWII  was 
communism,  as  Roosevelt  and  Churchill 
inexplicably,  without  any  military  necessity,  and 
without  consulting  their  respective  legislatures, 
handed  whole  nations  over  to  Stalin,  even  though 
Stalin’s  army  could  not  function  without  the 
Lend-Lease  program.  Such  treachery  is  mind- 
boggling.  Who  would  conceive  of  such 
treachery?  For  daring  to  expose  this  Zionist 
treachery,  "Tailgunner  Joe"  is  still  demonised  to 
this  day. 

General  Patton,  realizing  that  High  Treason  was 
at  work,  exclaimed,  "We  slaughtered  the  wrong 
pig!"  Instead  of  destroying  Germany,  we  should 
have  destroyed  the  Soviet  Union;  but  powerful 
men,  otherwise  known  as  "capitalists,"  were 
working  feverishly  behind  the  scenes  to  ensure 
that  communism  would  command  the  world 
stage.  Thus,  the  so-called  "Cold  War"  was 
nothing  but  a  facade  behind  which  Treason 
worked  to  expend  America’s  resources  until 
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America  could  be  debauched  by  Zionism.  While 
the  American  people  were  distracted  by  the 
Korean  war,  the  phony  "nuclear  threat"  posed  by 
the  Soviet  Union,  and  the  Vietnam  War,  the 
destruction  of  White  Christian  society  in 
America  proceeded  at  full  tilt  from  the  High 
Priesthood  of  International  Finance  at  the 
Federal  Reserve. 

When  President  John  F.  Kennedy  issued 
Executive  Order  #  11110,  which  was  designed 
to  restore  America  to  Constitutional  money,  as 
Lincoln’s  Greenbacks  had  done,  Kennedy  had 
signed  his  own  death  warrant.  That  Executive 
Order  resulted  in  his  execution  by  the 
International  Banking  Mafia,  the  House  of 
Rothschild,  of  London,  England.  {See  this  article 
for  more  info:  Click  Here. 

Yes,  ladies  and  gentlemen,  the  reality  is  that  all 
of  the  wars  between  "capitalism"  and 
"communism"  have  been  staged  by  a  Chosen 
Few.  This  is  MYSTERY  BABYLON,  the 
"Empire  of  Merchants,"  the  8th  Beast  of  the 
Book  of  Revelation,  Chapter  17,  with  whom  all 
of  the  war-profiteers  and  "kings  of  the  earth  have 
committed  fornication."  (Rev.  17:2.) 


These  powerful  men,  almost  all  of  them  Jewish 
bankers  and  corporate  executives,  such  as 
Armand  Hammer  of  Occidental  Petroleum, 
allied  with  the  House  of  Rothschild,  had 
surreptitiously  financed  the  Soviet  Union  from 
its  very  inception.  Why  would  Jewish  bankers 
finance  communism? 

Because  communism  has  always  been  financed 
by  Jews  since  the  French  Revolution  and  because 
they  have  a  Satanic  hatred  for  Christian 
civilization;  and  they  make  millions  by  financing 
wars  while  slaughtering  millions  of  Christians 
at  the  same  time.  As  the  saying  goes,  "War  is  the 
Jews’  harvest."  It  was  these  same  banksters  that 
had  backed  Roosevelt/Rosenfeldt  throughout  his 


entire  political  career,  the  same  Rosenfeldt  who 
un-Constitutionally  confiscated  the  gold  of  the 
American  people  on  behalf  of  his  Zionist 
bankster  buddies  in  London  and  in  the  Federal 
Reserve  Corporation. 

Federal  Dictator  Rosenfeldt  was  their  Orwellian 
Big  Brother.  (For  a  thorough  treatment  of 
Roosevelt’s  Jewish-Communist-Zionist  roots 
and  connections,  please  go  to  this  link: .  You  will 
see  him  as  the  Kosher  Press  has  never  dared  to 
present  him.} 

Whenever  the  international  bankers  want  a  war, 
they  first  choose  a  suitable  bogeyman:  the  Czar 
of  Russia,  Adolf  Hitler,  Saddam  Hussein, 
Ahmedinejad  of  Iran,  etc.  Then  the  bogeyman  is 
demonised  by  the  hoards  of  yellow  journalists 
under  their  employment. 

These  "respected  journalists"  have  surnames, 
such  as  Huntley,  Brinkley,  Cronkite,  Rather  and 
Walters.  Any  dirt,  whether  real  or  imagined,  that 
these  media  whores  can  "dig  up"  or  manufacture 
about  the  new  "threat  to  humanity"  will  be  turned 
into  headlines. 

Then  he  is  GLOBALLY  declared  "anti¬ 
democratic"  or  "anti-Semitic"  by  the  Kosher 
press.  The  Jewish  media  pundits  never  fail  to  tell 
us  what  we  should  believe!  Then,  the  sabre- 
rattling  and  the  war  propaganda  begins. 
"Freedom"  and  "democracy"  are  declared  to  be 
under  attack  by  the  bogeyman,  who  is  often  just 
an  egotistical  pipsqueak  whose  nation  cannot 
realistically  threaten  America  or  the  world. 
"National  defence"  and  "patriotism"  are  invoked, 
the  nation’s  youth  are  called  upon  and  shamed 
into  enlisting  in  the  war  effort. 

Thus,  the  average  citizen  sheeple,  convinced  of 
the  "threat"  by  the  rising  rhetoric  of  war,  are 
terrified  of  the  new  demon,  and  are,  yet  again, 
sucked  into  another  war... another  no  win  war. 
Next,  the  government  orders  war  material  and 
troop  training  while  the  talking  heads  inflame 
the  people.  The  corporations  drool  at  the 
prospect  of  enormous,  usually  obscene  war 
profits,  and  the  warships  are  launched. 

This  is  exactly  how  the  Jewish  Neo-Cons 
engineered  the  Iraq  War,  using  their  puppet, 
George  W.  Bush.  Tell  me  we  are  not  living  in  a 
NEW  DARK  AGE. . .  the  Dark  Age  of  Zionism. 
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By  1975,  the  presence  of  the  Hidden  Hand,  as 
many  authors  commonly  refer  to  the  Secret 
Power  Behind  the  Scenes,  had  become  very 
obvious  to  me.  Zionism,  the  CFR,  the  Trilateral 
Commission,  the  Bilderbergers,  the  National 
Council  of  Churches,  etc.,  were  well-organized 
and  financed  organs,  assiduously  working  for 
the  establishment  of  a  World  Government,  with 
the  true  Directorate  being  the  House  of 
Rothschild  banking  dynasty  in  London. 

The  UN,  another  Rothschild  enterprise,  was,  of 
course,  the  bane  of  true  conservatives.  But  few 
critics  of  the  UN  have  dared  to  point  out  that  its 
true  origin  is  in  the  House  of  Rothschild. 


More  and  more  Jewish  names  began  to  surface: 
names  of  spies,  communists,  war  profiteers,  and 
unelected  advisors  to  disastrous  administrations 
(Col.  Edward  Mandel  House  for  Woodrow 
Wilson,  Bernard  Baruch  for  FDR,  Henry 
Kissinger  for  Nixon,  Ford  and  Carter),  and,  of 
course,  international  bankers,  those  Jews  who 
violate  the  Bible’s  clear  commandments  against 
usury! 

For  a  while,  I  joined  the  John  Birch  Society,  but 
1  found  that  discussing  the  Jewish  question  at 
their  meetings  was  verboten.  I  smelled  a  rat!  A 
big  rat! 

To  be  continued  OS23003 


Old  Testament 

“Word  for  Word”  Genesis  Part  28 
Translation  by  Stephen  Howard  Anderson 


Chapter  42 

1.  Now  when  Yaaqob  saw  that  there  was  com 
in  Mitsrayim,  Yaaqob  said  to  his  sons,  "Why  do 
you  look  at  each  other?" 

2.  Said  he,  "Behold,  I  have  heard  that  there  is 
com  in  Mitsrayim,  go  down  ,  and  buy  for  us 
from  there;  so  that  we  may  live,  and  not  die." 

3.  Yoseph's  ten  brothers  wentjdown  to  buy  com 
in  Mitsrayim. 

4.  But  Binyamiyn,  Yoseph's  brother,  was  not 
sent  by  Yaaqob  with  his  brothers,  because 
perhaps  some  harm  611  might  befall  him. 


5.  The  sons  of  Yisrael  came  to  buy  among  those 
that  came;  because  the  famine  was  in  the  land 
of  Kenaan. 

6.  Yoseph  was  the  governor  over  the  land,  and 
it  was  he  that  sold  to  all  the  people  of  the  land. 
Yoseph's  brothers  came,  and  bowed  down 
before  him  with  their  faces  toward  the  ground. 

7.  Yoseph  saw  his  brothers,  and  he  recognized 
5234  them,  but  was  unrecognized  5234  by 
them,  and  spoke  roughly  to  them;  and  said  to 
them,  "Where  have  you  come  from?"  And  they 
said,  "From  the  land  of  K'naan  to  buy  food." 

8.  Yoseph  recognized  his  brothers,  but  they  did 
not  know  3045  him. 

9.  And  remembered  Yoseph  the  dreams  which 
he  dreamed  of  them,  and  said  to  them,  "You  are 
spies  7270,  and  have  come  to  see  the  nakedness 
6172  of  the  land." 

10.  And  they  said  to  him,  "No,  my  lord,  your 
servants  are  come  to  buy  7666  food. 

11.  We  are  all  one  man's  sons;  we  are  upright 
3651  men;  are  not  your  servants  spies!" 

12.  Said  he  to  them,  "No,  you  are  come  to  see 
the  nakedness  of  the  land!" 


( Page  6 ) 


13.  And  they  said,  "Your  servants  are  twelve 
brothers,  the  sons  of  one  man  in  the  land  of 
Kenaan;  and  behold,  the  youngest  is  still  with 
our  father,  and  one  is  no  longer." 

14.  Yoseph  said  to  them,  "It  is  as  I  said  to  you, 
saying,  ‘You  are  spies!'. 

15.  This  is  the  way  you  shall  prove  yourselves; 
by  the  life  of  Par'oh  you  shall  not  leave  here, 
unless  your  youngest  brother  eomes  here. 

16.  Send  one  of  you,  and  let  him  bring  your 
brother,  and  you  shall  be  kept  in  prison  631,  so 
that  your  words  may  be  proved,  whether  there 
be  any  truth  in  you;  or  else  by  the  life  of  Par'oh 
you  are  surely  spies!" 

17.  And  he  put  them  all  together  under  guard 
4929  for  three  days. 


18.  Said  Yoseph  to  them  the  third  day,  "Do  this, 
and  live;  I  revere  3373  Elohiym; 


19.  if  you  are  honest  men,  let  one  of  your 
brothers  be  bound  631  in  the  house  of  your 
prison  4929;  and  you  go,  and  carry  com  for  the 
famine  of  your  household; 

20.  but  bring  your  youngest  brother  to  me,  so 
shall  your  words  be  verified,  and  you  shall  not 
die.  And  they  did  so. 

21.  They  said  to  one  another,  "Of  a  certainty  61 
we  are  guilty  818  concerning  our  brother,  in 
that  we  saw  the  anguish  of  his  being  5315,  and 
he  implored  2603  us,  and  we  would  not  listen 
to  him;  and  that  is  why  this  trouble  6869  has 
come  upon  us." 

22.  Reuben  answered  them,  saying,  "Did  I  not 
speak  to  you  saying.  Do  not  sin  against  the 


child';  and  you  would  not  listen?  So  his  blood 
is  required  of  you." 

23.  They  did  not  realize  that  Yoseph  understood 
them;  because  he  spoke  to  them  through  an 
interpreter. 

24.  And  he  turned  himself  away  from  them  and 
wept;  and  returned  to  them  again,  and 
communed  with  them,  and  took  Shimeon  from 
them,  and  bound  631  him  before  their  eyes. 

25.  Then  Yoseph  ordered  that  their  sacks  be 
fdled  with  com,  and  to  return  every  man's 
money  into  his  sack,  and  to  give  them 
provisions  for  the  way  home;  and  this  is  how  he 
treated  them. 

26.  And  they  loaded  their  asses  with  com,  and 
left  from  there. 

27  .  And  as  one  of  them  opened  his  sack  to  give 
his  ass  provender  4554  in  the  inn,  he  saw  his 
money,  for  behold,  it  was  in  the  mouth  6310  of 
his  sack. 

28.  And  he  said  to  his  brothers  ,  "My  money 
has  been  returned;  and  it  was  in  the  mouth  of 
my  sack!  "  And  their  hearts  left  3318  them,  and 
they  were  afraid  2729,  saying  one  man;  to  his 
brother ,  "What  is  this  that  Elohiym  has  done  to 
us?" 

29.  And  they  came  to  Yaaqob  their  father  in  the 
land  of  Kenaan,  and  told  him  all  that  had 
happened  to  them,  saying, 

30.  The  man,  the  lord  of  the  land,  spoke 
roughly  to  us,  and  thought  we  were  spies  in  the 
land. 

31.  And  we  said  to  him,  ‘We  are  honest  men; 
we  are  not  spies; 

32.  we  are  twelve  brothers,  sons  of  our  father; 
one  is  no  longer,  and  the  youngest  is  still  with 
our  father  in  the  land  of  Kenaan.’ 

33.  And  the  man,  the  lord  of  the  land,  said  to  us, 
"This  is  how  I  will  know  that  you  are  honest 
men;  leave  one  of  your  brothers  here  with  me, 
and  take  food  for  the  famine  of  your 
households,  and  be  gone; 
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34.  and  bring  your  youngest  brother  to  me. 
Then  I  shall  know  that  you  are  not  spies,  but 
you  are  honest  men;  so  then  I  will  give  you 
your  brother,  and  you  shall  do  business  5503  in 
the  land.'" 

35.  It  eame  to  be,  as  they  emptied  their  sacks, 
that  behold,  each  man's  bundle  6872  of  money 
was  in  his  sack;  and  when  both  they  and  their 
father  saw  the  bundles  of  money,  they  were 
afraid  3372. 

36.  Yaaqob  their  father  said  to  them,  "You  have 
bereaved  me;  Yoseph  is  no  longer,  and 
Shimeon  is  no  longer,  and  you  will  take 
Binyamiyn;  all  these  things  are  against  me!" 

37.  Reuben  spoke  to  his  father,  saying,  "Put  to 
death  my  two  sons,  if  I  do  not  bring  him  back 
to  you.  Put  him  in  my  care,  and  I  will  bring  him 
back  to  you  again." 

38.  He  said,  "My  son  will  not  go  with  you;  for 
his  brother  is  dead,  and  he  is  left  alone.  If  harm 
611  befalls  him  by  the  way  that  you  will  go, 
then  will  you  bring  down  my  hoary  head  7872 
in  grief  50i5  to  Sheolah  7555!" 

Chapter  42  Notes 

All  of  42  is  the  account  of  the  brothers  of 
Yoseph  going  to  Mitsrayim  to  purchase  grain, 
as  the  result  of  the  seven  year  famine.  Yoseph 
will  show  that  he  is  the  most  mature  and 
responsible  of  all  the  brothers,  and  will 


eventually  be  given  the  blessing  of  the 
birthright. 

Verses  6-9  -  Yoseph's  brothers  finally  bow 
down  before  him,  as  he  saw  in  his  dreams. 

Verses  10-20  -  Yoseph  plays  a  "mind  game" 
with  his  brothers,  in  order  to  get  them  to  bring 
Binyamiyn  to  him. 

Verses  21,22  -  The  brothers  realize  their  guilt 
concerning  Yoseph. 

Verse  25  -  Yoseph  secretly  puts  the  brothers’ 
money  into  their  grain  sacks,  knowing  full  well 
the  pressure  this  will  put  on  them,  with  their 
brother  Shimeon  as  a  "hostage". 

Verses  27-35  -  When  they  find  the  money,  in 
front  of  Yaaqob,  Yaaqob  has  the  expected 
reaction. 

Verse  27  -Yashar  (Jasher)  51:48; 

Verse  35  -  Yashar  52: 1 

Verses  36-38  -  Yaaqob  is  already  grieving,  and 
Reuben  does  his  best  to  calm  him,  promising  to 
bring  back  both  Binyamiyn  and  Shimeon. 

Verse  38  -  7555  Sheol(ah)  is  the  land  of  the 
dead,  and  its  inhabitants. 

To  be  Continued 


The  Bible,  Race  And  Culture  -  Part  6 

By 

Arnold  Kennedy 


,S  A  L  M 
147,19-20  "He 
hath  showed 
His  word  unto 
JACOB,  and  His 
statutes  unto 

ISRAEL,  HE  HATH 
NOT  DEALT  SO 
WITH  ANY 

NATION,  and  as  for 
his  judgements,  they  [the  other  nations  ]  have 
not  known  them". This  verse  is  both  limiting  and 
specific  and  relates  exclusively  to  Israel  as  a 


race.  Churches  in  our  land  that  believe  this  are 
very  few.  The  "word"  here  is  "dabar",  or  the 
spoken  word  in  the  sense  of  a  specific  direction, 
charge,  instruction  or  covenant.  "Statutes"  here 
is  "choq"  and  Judgements  is  again  "mishpat",  as 
pointed  out  in  the  Deut.  4:7  reference  above. 

This  is  a  very  clear  statement,  and  note  this 
spoken  word  is  NOT  given  to  other  races!  This 
is  not  a  popular  concept  or  popular  teaching,  but 
it  is  confirmed  in  both  Testaments.  Acts  10:36 
says,  "The  Word  which  God  sent  to  the  Children 
of  Israel"  so  we  can  see  that  the  Apostle  Paul 
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agrees  about  this.  But  if  God  declares  "He  hath 
not  dealt  so  with  any  nation"  we  dare  not 
question  this,  even  if  denominations  ignore  it. 
Israel  is  unique!  The  judgements  are 
"mishpat" — or  God's  verdict  or  decree. 

THE  WHOLE  BIBLE  IS  ABOUT  ISRAEL 
AND  ISRAELITES. 

Non-Israel  races  are  mentioned  in  the  Bible  two 
ways,  firstly  as  they  impinge  upon  Israel  and 
secondly  in  connection  to  world  empires.  It  is 
not  difficult  to  conclude  that  the  Bible  is  a  book 
primarily  about  God's  purposes  for  Israel  [as  a 
people]  because  Jehovah  is  consistently  declared 
to  be  the  God  of  this  one  people.  Because  we  do 
not  find  this  expression  of  purpose  for  other 
races,  we  cannot  presume  anything  that  is  not 
said  about  them. 

BIBLE  STATISTICS  CONFIRM  THE 
STATUS  OF  ISRAEL 

Israel  as  "Yisra'el"  2,514  times  [Old 
Testament]. 

Israel  as  "Israel"  0  times  [New  Testament]. 
Jacob  [KJV].  358  times  [24  times  in  the 
New  Testament]. 

Judah  813 
Ephraim  172 
Manesseh  143 
Hebrews  2 1 

Lord  God  of  Israel  God  of  Israel  1 10 

Holy  One  of  Israel  190 

Lord  God  of  the  His  People  3 1 

Mighty  God  of  Jacob  5 

Hope  of  Israel  4 

Congregation  of  Israel  2 

"  "  "  160  [as"qahal"]. 

Assembly  of  Israel  "Ekklesia" 

173  [as  '"edah"]. 

Tribes  [Shebet"]  of  Israel  21  times  [as 
'"atsarah"]. 

Tribes  [Phule]  of  Israel  116  times  in  the 
New  Testament.  190  times  [Old 
Testament]. 

People  of  Israel  31  times  [New 
T estament] .  1 9  times  [KJV] . 

My  people  23 1  times. 

Then  we  find  expressions  like,  Israel's  God,  the 
Light  of,  the  Rock  of,  the  Redeemer  of,  the  Stone 
of,  the  Shepherd  of,  the  Portion  of,  the  God  of; 
all  of  which  refer  expressly  to  Israel.  In  the  KJV 
we  find  the  words:  "of  Israel"  occur  1,692  times! 


"to  Israel"  occur  23  times!  "for  Israel"  occur  24 
times! 

Then  there  are  expressions  like  the  "The  God  of 
your  fathers"  and  "fathers  of  Israel"  ["fathers"  is 
mentioned  549  times  including  56  through  the 
New  Testament],  so  there  is  no  doubt  about  the 
sole  race  concerned  because  "pater"  is  a  genetic 
term  in  context. 

There  is  the  intimate  word  "Jeshurun"  for  Israel. 
There  are  at  least  5,000  direct  references 
isolating  Israel  as  a  people.  This  personal  God 
OF  ISRAEL,  Jehovah,  ["Yehovah"]  is 
mentioned  6,528  times  by  this  name  and  21 
times  as  "Yahh". 

From  here  on  in  this  paper,  we  will  look  very 
briefly  at  a  number  of  topics  that  connect  in  a 
doctrinal  way  with  what  has  been  pointed  out 
thus  far.  Each  paragraph  below  is  a  portion,  or 
summary,  of  chapters  from  the  author’s  book, 
“The  Exclusiveness  of  Israel”. 


WHO  ARE  GATHERED  TO  GOD 
IN  THE  END? 


Jer  50:6  says,  "My  people  hath  been  lost  sheep”. 
It  was  the  "sheep"  that  Jesus  says  He  came  to 
give  His  life  for-[John  10:15].  Jesus  said,  "I  lay 
down  my  life  for  the  sheep".  He  goes  on  to  say 
these  sheep  are  from  both  the  Judean  and  the 
Dispersion  folds.  Sheep  are  bom  sheep.  Goats 
are  conceived  as  goats  according  to  God's  Law 
"after  their  kind". 

Tares  come  from  tare  seed.  The  tares  are  to  be 
burned  and  the  goats  are  to  be  separated.  They 
cannot  ever  change  how  they  were  created. 
Paraphrasing  Paul’s  contention,  "Who  are  we  to 
argue  with  God  as  to  how  the  potter  makes  any 
vessel"-[Rom.9:21].  The  "election"  is  made 
before  "having  done  good  or  evil"-[Rom.9:ll]. 
Election  is  not  because  of  God's  fore-knowledge 
of  what  a  person  was  going  to  do  in  the  future; 
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this  is  what  many  try  to  say  to  get  around 
Scripture. 

The  ‘gathering’,  or  the  ‘re-gathering’  as  it  is 
often  called  is  always  presented  in  the  Bible  as 
being  that  of  Israel.  Jesus  mourned  over 
Jerusalem  -  [Matt.  23:37]  and  His  people  whom 
He  came  to  save— .not  over  any  non-Israel  race. 
Jesus  gathers  only  His  Elect  nation-[Matt. 
24:29].  Jesus  gathers  "together  in  one  the 
children  of  God  that  are  scattered  abroad"-[John 
11:49-52]. 

Note  that  they  are  "God's  children"  before  they 
are  gathered.  In  Ezekiel  37  the  Dry  Bones  are 
stated  to  be  those  of  both  Houses  making  up  the 
whole  of  Israel,  and  in  the  parable  of  the  two 
sticks,  that  which  is  joined  together  are  Ephraim 
and  Judah.  Right  through  the  prophets,  the  story 
is  the  same;  none  but  Israelites  are  gathered  and 
the  two  parties  remain  Ephraim  and  Judah,  that 
is,  all  Israel. 

WHO  WILL  JESUS  ULTIMATELY 
RULE  OVER? 

Matthew  2:6  "Out  of  thee  shalt  come  a  Governor, 
that  shall  rule  my  people  ISRAEL. 


Luke  1 :32-33  "And  the  Lord  God  shall  give  unto 
Him  the  throne  of  His  father  David,  and  He  shall 
reign  over  THE  HOUSE  OF  JACOB  for  ever”. 


The  genetic  fathers  of  Israel  are  mentioned  in  at 
least  20  verses  through  the  book  of  Acts.  These 
are  the  genetic/racial  'fathers'  of  those  being 
addressed.  God  as  being  the  "God  of  OUR 
fathers"  and  "the  God  of  Jacob”  is  mentioned 
five  times  in  the  Book  of  Acts.  In  addition, 
consider  the  additional  racially  specific  verses: 

Acts  2:22  “Ye  men  of  Israel,  hear  these 
words" 

Acts  2:36  "Let  all  the  House  of  Israel  know 
assuredly...." 

Acts  3:12  "Ye  men  of  Israel  why  marvel  ye 
at  this..." 

Acts  3:22-24  "For  Moses  truly  said  unto  the 
fathers,  a  prophet  shall  the  Lord  God  raise 
up  unto  you,  of  your  brethren,  like  unto  me" 

The  limitation  to  Israel  is  specific.  "Unto  you" 
and  “the  fathers”  confirms  the  limitation  to  the 
Israelites  being  addressed.  That  denominations 
like  to  extend  this  to  include  all  races  does  not 
make  it  valid.  Note  that  this  is  post-Pentecost, 
and  in  this  church  age;  so  it  is  not  in  this  age  that 
anything  changed,  even  if  most  say  it  did 
according  to  popular  teachings.  The  "fathers" 
and  "your  brethren"  are  again  racially  selective 
and  are  definitive. 

Acts  3:25"  “Ye  are  the  children  of  the 
prophets — and  of  the  covenant  which  God 
made  with  our  fathers." 

This  is  a  RACIAL  statement!  It  concerns  only 
one  race.  Scripture  is  not  supposed  to  be  racist 
according  to  popular  doctrine,  is  it?  So  when 
could  this  covenant  to  “our  fathers”  have 
changed  after  the  Book  of  Acts? 


Here  we  are  told  the  ultimate  rule  is  stated  to  be 
over  Israel.  No  one  can  make  the  "House  of 
Jacob"  or  "Israel"  mean  all  races.  Denominations 
do  not  like  these  restrictions,  and  so  ignore  them. 

Acts  1 :6  "Lord,  will  you  at  this  time  restore  again 
the  Kingdom  TO  ISRAEL"?  Jesus  agrees  about 
the  Kingdom  being  over  Israel,  but  does  not 
disclose  the  time  factors. 


Acts  10:36  "The  word  which  God  sent  unto 
the  Children  of  Israel..." 

This  confirms  the  Old  Testament  in  Psalm 
147:19  where  we  read,  "He  sheweth  His  word 
unto  Jacob,  and  His  statutes  unto  Israel.  He  hath 
not  dealt  so  with  any  nation..."  Note  the  clear 
"not"  in  this  verse.  This  also  is  racist,  but  it  is 
Biblical! 


WHO  IS  BEING  ADDRESSED  IN  THE 
BOOK  OF  ACTS? 


Acts  13:17  "The  God  of  this  people  Israel 
chose  our  fathers". 
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There  are  a  multitude  of  Old  Testament 
seriptures  confirming  this  racial  selection.  We 
cannot  ignore  the  relationship  between  Israel, 
"our  fathers"  and  the  people  being  addressed. 
They  are  the  same  race! 

Acts  13:23-24  "According  to  His  promise 
raised  up  UNTO  ISRAEL,  a  Saviour, 
Jesus..."  "To  give  repentance  to  all  the  people 

OF  ISRAEL". 

This  verse  is  one  of  many  that  say  Jesus  was 
raised  up  unto  Israel.  The  original  promise  was 
made  to  Israel  only.  There  are  no  statements  at 
all  extending  this  beyond  "all  men"  of  Israel  in 
context.  Again  this  is  racial  in  purpose. 

Acts  13:26  "Men  and  brethren,  of  the  stock 
of  Abraham— is  this  word  of  salvation  sent..." 

We  do  not  find  any  stream  of  references  about 
the  word  of  salvation  being  send  to  any  but 
Israel.  This  is  yet  another  racial  statement;  we 
cannot  change  the  meaning  of  "stock"  and  its 
'kin'  connection. 

Acts  13:  32  "And  we  declare  unto  you  the 
glad  tidings,  how  that  the  promise  which  was 
made  unto  the  fathers,  God  has  fulfilled  the 
same  unto  us  their  children....". 

This  is  a  straight  genetic  statement.  The 
prophetical  promise  was  made  only  to  Israel. 
Who  can  really  continue  to  pretend  that  Paul  was 
speaking  to  non-Israelites  [so-called  Gentiles]. 
Paul  goes  on  to  tell  about  justification  through 
Jesus  "by  which  ye  could  not  be  justified  by  the 
Law  of  Moses",  showing  that  he  was  speaking 
only  to  Israelites. 

Acts  28:20  "For  the  hope  OF  ISRAEL  I  am 
bound  with  this  chain." 

Paul  does  not  say  it  is  the  hope  of  all  races.  Note 
that  nothing  has  changed  at  the  end  of  the  Book 
of  Acts. 

THE  CHOICE  is  between: 

[a].  The  Bible  which  does  not  ever  state 
explicitly  that  God  is  other  than:- 

-the  "God  of  Israel"  [203  times]. 

-the  "God  of  Abraham"  [17  times]. 

-the  "God  of  Jacob"  [20  times]. 


-  the  "God  of  our  fathers"  [7  times  and 
still  used  at  the  end  of  the  Book  of  Acts, 
chapter  22:14]. 

[b]  The  universalist  doctrine  of  the  "fatherhood 
of  God"  or  "the  brotherhood  of  man"  where  God 
is  supposed  to  be  the  God  of  every  race.  "God" 
here  is  not  Jehovah,  the  God  of  Israel.  This  is 
commonly  believed  even  if  there  are  no  direct 
statements. 


This  is  the  belief  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church, 
the  United  Nations,  most  cults  and  other  anti- 
Christ  organisations,  so  this  point  is  worth 
weighing  up.  The  belief  of  most  Christians 
comes  from  the  misuse  of  "all",  "every", 
"whosoever"  and  such  words  which  we  will  look 
at  shortly. 

ASK  THE  BIG  QUESTIONS 
Which  option  is  right? 

[b]  If  the  first  option  changed,  when  was  this? 
[We  will  look  at  Acts  28:28  and  Dispensational 
Theory]. 

Where  are  all  the  references  to  God  being 
the  God  of  all  the  other  races? 

Where  are  all  the  specific  direct  references 
to  God  being  the  "Saviour"  of  other  races? 

[c]  Where  are  all  the  statements  about  Jesus 
being  the  Redeemer  of  other  than  the  "all  men" 
and  "whosoever"  of  Israel,  according  to  each 
context? 

Those  who  want  to  declare  that  there  has  been  a 
change  have  to  be  able  to  deny  the  unity  of  the 
scriptures  which  Jesus  says  cannot  be  broken. 
The  prophets  did  not  prophesy  of  any  change,  so 
there  is  no  change  in  what  was  prophesied. 
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There  are  many  seriptures  that  state  that  those  to 
be  saved  were  already  Jesus’  people  before  He 
came,  but  who  were  in  an  unsaved  state. 

Look  at  the  scriptures  below  and  consider  if 
people  become  God's  people  after  they  are  saved 
or  if  they  are  God's  people  already  before  they 
are  saved  and  redeemed.  In  reading  these  verses, 
see  that  what  is  being  talked  about  is  the 


fulfdment  of  Old  Testament  prophecy.  Then  ask 
again,  "did  this  ever  change,  and  if  so  exactly 
when"?  The  emphasised  words  below  will  help 
identify  the  subject  people  specifically  in  each 
verse. 

To  be  Continued  OS17849 
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5  THE  BABYLONIAN  EMPIRE 
CONQUERED 

HE  BABYLONIA  EMPIRE  was 

conquered  by  the  Medes  and  the 
Persians  and  Cyrus  or  Khurosh  of  the 
Manda  issues  a  proclamation  stating  that  the 
Lord  God  of  heaven  had  charged  him  to  rebuild 
the  temple  in  Jerusalem  (2  Chron  36:22-25  and 
Ezra  1:1-2),  In  B.C.  557,  under  Zerubbabel,  a 
prince  of  Judah,  more  than  400000  of  the  tribe 
of  Judah  and  Benjamin  left  Babylonia  to  return 
to  promised  land.  They  were  accompanied  by  a 
high  Persian  official  to  ensure  that  the 
instructions  of  one  of  the  Persian  kings  were 
carried  out. 

It  is  thought  that  Cyrus  may  have  been  of  Israel 
descent  since  he  came  from  one  of  the  areas  to 
which  the  Israelites  had  been  dispersed  by  the 
Assyrians  (Ghiralman,  “Iran”  chapter  3,  page 
132).  Ezra  in  chapter  2,  verse  64  states  that  the 
number  returning  was  42.  360,  as  well  as  maids 
and  servants. 

The  Davidites,  the  legitimist  party,  felt  that  the 
time  was  ripe  for  placing  on  the  throne  of  the 
new  kingdom  a  descendent  of  king  David, 
perhaps  Zerubbabel  and  they  began  to  intrigue. 
The  high  Persian  official  in  charge  of  the 
country  stopped  the  work  on  the  temple. 

An  embassy  was  sent  to  the  new  king  Darius 
asking  that  the  edict  of  Cyrus  be  carried  out. 
Darius  took  severe  measures  against  the 
Davidites  but  at  the  same  time  ordered  the  edict 


of  Cyrus  to  be  carried  out.  He  also  installed  a 
high  priest  of  the  order  of  Aaron  in  a  hereditary 
office  thus  creating  a  theocratic  state 
(Ghiralman,  “Iran”  chapter  5  page  I4I).  The 
work  of  restoring  the  temple  was  completed  in 
B.C.  515. 

Continuing  the  policy  of  Darius  and  Cyrus 
Artaxerxes  gave  Ezra  permission  to  return  to 
Jerusalem  with  1,500  families  of  Judah,  but  they 
quarreled  with  their  co-religionists  who  had 
never  left  Palestine,  and  the  king  sent  his  cup 
bearer  and  confidential  adviser  Nehemiah  to 
settle  the  differences. 

Ezra  was  the  great  founder  of  Judaism.  He  gave 
the  community  a  code  of  laws  and  had  proposed 
to  the  ten  tribes  living  to  the  North  West  that 
they  join  in  setting  up  the  new  Israel  State  the 
plans  of  which  are  found  in  Chapters  40,  to  48 
of  Ezekiel.  The  ten  tribes  however  did  not  seem 
to  want  to  co-operate  and  began  moving  out  of 
the  areas  in  which  they  had  been  settled  by  the 
Assyrians  after  the  conquest  of  Babylon  by  the 
Medes  and  Persians  (2  Esdras  13:40). 

They  entered  the  Euphrates  by  the  narrow 
passages  of  the  river  and  journeyed  to  Arsareth 
a  tributary  of  the  Danube.  Evidence  of  this 
move  is  to  be  seen  on  graves  and  monuments 
they  left  in  the  Crimea.  A  Hebrew-Phoenician 
inscription  on  the  tombstone  reads  “This  is  the 
tombstone  of  Buki,  the  son  of  Itchak  the  priest 
may  his  rest  be  in  Eden,  at  the  time  of  the 
salvation  of  Israel.  In  the  year  702  of  our  Exile. 
This  tombstone  would  have  been  placed  there  in 
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15  B.C.  Josephus,  the 
Judahite  Historian  states 
that  they  were  in  great 
numbers  beyond  the 
Euphrates  and  outside 
the  confines  of  the 
Roman  Empire, 

(Antiquities  of  the  Jews 
Book  XI,  Chapter  V, 
Sections  2  3). 

Cyrus  the  Great 

6  THE  NAME  JEW 

The  name  Jew  is  first  used  in  2.  Kings  16:6  to 
apply  to  the  residents  of  Elath  to  distinguish 
them  from  the  Israelites  who  were  with  their 
leader  Pekah  and  Resin,  king  of  Syria  had 
attacked  Jerusalem. 

The  term  now  can  only  be  applied  to  those 
members  of  the  tribes  of  Judah  and  Benjamin 
who  returned  from  the  captivity  in  Babylon  to 
the  Holy  land.  With  those  who  returned  were  the 
princes  of  the  Royal  Blood  of  David  who  only 
married  within  the  their  own  family  and  kept 
their  genealogical  tree  with  great  care  (The 
Davidites);  and  the  descendants  of  Zadock,  the 
high  priest  of  the  line  of  Aaron  (The  Sadducees) 
(Ezra  1:8  and  2:36) 

Jerusalem  had  always  been  a  city  with  a  mixed 
population,(Ezekiel  16:3)  “Thus  saith  the  Lord 
unto  Jerusalem  ;  thy  birth;  and  thy  nativity  is  of 
the  land  of  Canaan,  thy  father  was  an  Amorite 
and  thy  mother  was  an  Hittite." 

In  the  fourth  century  B.C.  the  Persian  Empire 
was  conquered  and  destroyed  by  Alexander  of 
Macedon  and  Greek  influence  and  culture 
spread.  The  Sadducees  were  cultured  men  of 
letters  and  accepted  the  new  philosophy:  the 
Pharisees  and  the  scribes  were  responsible  for 
copying  out  the  law  and  the  prophets  and  this 
they  did  to  the  letter  and  thus  became  the 
interpreters  of  the  law.  They  had  brought  with 
them  from  Babylon  a  Babylonian  book,  The 
Talmud  and  this  book  became  more  and  more 
important  as  a  key  for  interpreting  the  scriptures. 

7  THE  DEATH  OF  ALEXANDER  THE 
GREAT 

On  the  death  of  Alexander  of  Macedon  the 
Macedonian  empire  broke  into  pieces,  each 
section  being  governed  by  one  of  Alexander's 


Satraps  (governors)  who  became  hereditary 
rulers.  The  Jewish  nation  was  in  the  sphere  of 
influence  of  the  Syrian  King  Antiochus 
Epiphanes.  Antiochus  wished  to  have  complete 
control  and  attempted  to  subvert  the  Jewish 
religion.  He  sacrificed  a  cow  on  the  altar  of  the 
Temple  and  ordered  the  High  Priest  Mattathias, 
to  offer  a  sacrifice  on  a  heathen  altar  to  the  Gods 
of  the  Syrians. 

This  he  refused  to  do  and  killed  the  priest  in  his 
place.  Mattathias  with  his  sons  fled  into  the 
desert  and  there  formed  the  “Mi  Kamoka  Be 
Elim”,  Jehovah  (Who  is  like  unto  thee  Jehovah) 
the  Maccabees. 

Mattathias  was 
the  great  grandson 
of  the  High  Priest 
Hashmon 
(Asmonaeus)  and 
so  the  family  were 
also  called  the 
Asmoneans. 
(Antiquities  of 
The  Jews,  Book 
VII,  Chap  IV,  and 
V.)  All  the 
Asmonean 
brothers  died  in 
battle,  but  John  Hyrcanos,  the  son  of  the 
younger  brother  Jonathan  became  the  leader  of 
the  Maccabbees. 

John  Hyrcanos  halted  further  Syrian  aggression 
and  defeated  the  Samaritans,  but  he  sowed  the 
seeds  of  the  final  ruin  of  his  nation  by  the 
compulsory  incorporation  into  Jewry  of  the  arch 
enemies  of  Israel,  the  descendents  of  Esau,  in 
B.C.  116.  During  his  leadership  there  was 
constant  friction  between  his  own  high  priestly 
circle,  the  Sadducees  and  the  traditionalists  the 
Pharisees. 

The  Sadducees  were  the  intellectual  elite  of  the 
Jews;  they  had  adopted  the  new  Hellenic 
philosophies  and  wished  for  the,  secularisation 
of  the  state.  They  denied  the  immortality  of  the 
soul  and  the  dependence  of  the  soul  of  man  on 
the  will  of  God  and  they  denied  the  future 
coming  of  the  Messiah. 

The  Pharisees  on  the  other  hand  were  the 
traditionalist  party  and  more  inclined  to  follow 
the  influence  of  the  Persians.  They  had  collected 
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the  sacred  books  of  the  law  and  the  prophets  and 
were  responsible  for  making  copies  which  they 
did  with  exactitude  leaving  out  neither  yot  nor 
tittle.  They  studied  the  law  and  the  prophets  and 
were  responsible  for  its  interpretation. 

They  had  brought  back  with  them  another  book 
the  Babylonian  Talmud  and  this,  with  oral 
tradition  soon  gained  superiority  over  the 
ancient  writings  as  affording  a  key  as  to  how 
they  were  to  be  read  and  understood. 

Aristobulus,  the  son  of  John  Hyrcanos  elevated 
himself  to  the  kingship  of  the  Jews.  He  killed  his 
mother  and  a  brother  and  he  himself  died  a 
painful  death.  He  was  followed  in  the  kingly 
office  by  his  brother  Alexander  Jannaeus  an 
unprincipled  monster.  Jannaeus,  like  his  father 
was  a  Sadducee  and  a  modernist.  He  enraged  the 
people  when,  acting  as  High  Priest  he  poured  the 
water  of  the  holy  oblation  on  the  ground  instead 
of  on  the  altar  and  was  pelted  with  oranges  and 
soft  fruit  by  the  assembled  congregation. 

In  his  anger,  Jannaeus  called  in  his  mercenary 
troops  and  six  thousand  worshippers  were  sabred 
to  death.  He  also  crucified  eight  hundred 
Pharisees  who  had  fled  for  protection  to  the 
fortress  of  Bethome.  On  his  death  he  was 
succeeded  by  his  queen,  Salome  Alexander  in 
B.C.  79.  When  she  died  the  kingdom  was 
disturbed  by  the  quarrelling  of  her  two  sons 
Hyrcanos  and  Aristobulus. 

Aristobulus  was  supported  by  the  priestly 
aristocracy  but  the  common  people  supported 
Hyrcanos.  They  did  not  wish  to  see  the  High 
Priesthood  and  the  Office  of  King  combined  in 
one  person.  Civil  War  broke  out. 

8  THE  ROMAN  EMPIRE 

In  B.C.  66  The  General  of  the  Roman  Republic, 
Gnaeus  Pompious,  had  conquered  the  Pontic 
King  in  Asia.  In  65  B.C.  Pompey's  lieutenant, 
Scaurus  came  to  Damascus  and  both  Jewish 
parties  tried,  to  buy  his  support.  In  63  B.C. 
Pompey  himself  came  to  Jerusalem  and  their 
representatives  of  the  Jewish  people  begged  him 
to  abolish  the  Hashmonean  kingship  and 
establish  the  rule  under  a  High  Priest.  The 
Hashmonean  Kingdom  was  abolished  and 
Aristobulus  was  taken  to  Rome  and  Hyrcanus 
was  left  as  High  Priest  and  ruler. 


9  HEROD  -  EDOMITE  -  PROCLAIMED 
KING  OF  THE  JEWS 

Ever  since  John  Hyrcanos  had  forced  the 
Idumeans  to  accept  Judaism  at  the  point  of  the 
sword  these  people  had  infiltrated  themselves 
into  every  sector  of  Jewish  life.  They  were  loyal 
to  their  own  interests  and  intent  on  destroying 
and  subduing  the  House  of  Jacob.  Antipater,  a 
duke  of  Edom  raised  himself  to  be  a  power 
behind  the  throne  by  clever  intrigue.  He  had 
married  Cyprus  a  member  of  an  influential 
Jewish  family. 

The  influence  of  the 
Idumeans  now  became 
supreme  in  the  Jewish 
State.  There  was  still  a 
strong  following 
among  the  Jews  for 
Aristobulus,  and 
Antipater  gave  full 
support  to  the  Romans 
and  leant  on  them.  He 
supported  Hyrcanus  , 
the  High  Priest ,  who  also  had  Roman  support. 
For  support  rendered,  Caesar  recognized 
Antipater  as  ruler  of  Palestine,  his  two  sons 
Phasael  and  Herod  (Above)  were  given 
commands.  Herod  was  given  Galilee  where  he 
met  resistance. 

The  Zealots  led  by  a  guerrilla  leader  Hezekiah 
caused  him  some  trouble.  Herod  exterminated 
the  followers  of  Hezekiah  and  killed  this  Leader 
with  his  own  hand.  This  caused  him  to  be  hated 
by  the  Jewish  people,  and  they  sent  an  embassy 
to  Mark  Anthony  entreating  that  the  House  of 
Antipater  be  deprived  of  its  power.  This  was  of 
no  avail  and  Mark  Anthony  made  the  brothers 
Phasael  and  Herod  tetrarchs. 

Herod  was  proclaimed  King  of  the  Jews  by  the 
Roman  Senate,  but  Herod  was  very  unsure  of 
his  throne  and  terrified  of  further  insurrections, 
the  old  priestly  caste  still  clung  to  the  House  of 
Hashmon.  In  an  attempt  to  gain  support  among 
the  Jews,  Herod  took  as  one  of  his  wives 
Mariamne,  a  princess  of  the  House  of  Hashmon. 
He  then  assumed  the  right  to  appoint  the  High 
Priesthood. 

Mariamne  influenced  him  to  appoint  their 
younger  son  Aristobulus  as  High  Priest.  The 
delight  and  clamour  of  the  Jewish  Population  at 
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this  act  unnerved  Herod  and  he  had  Aristobulus 
drowned.  Herod  now  appointed  a  new  high, 
priest  from  the  Egyptian  House  of  Boethus.  This 
line  was  of  Legitimate  Aaronic  stock  but  from 
that  time  onward  the  high  priest  became  the 
creature  of  Herod  and  held  office  during  his 
pleasure. 

For  services  rendered  Octavius  when  he  became 
Caesar  Augustus  confirmed  Herod  in  his 
appointment  and  increased  his  territories  to 
include  the  whole  Palestinian  coast. 

Herod  became  a  supporter  of  the  philosophies  of 
the  Hellenes  and  of  the  Roman  power.  He  built 
pagan  temples  and  new  Greek  style  cities  and 
advocated  emperor  worship;  but  he  was  careful 
to  ensure  that  the  law  should  not  be  offended  in 
the  Jewish  territories  and  set  about  rebuilding 
the  temple,  Herod  put  to  death  all  members  of 
the  House  of  Hashmon  until  there  were  none  left 
except  Mariamne  and  his  two  sons  and  some 
distant  Cousins  the  sons  of  Barbas. 


Antipater,  Herod's  son  (Above)  by  another 
woman  began  an  intrigue  against  Mariamne 
accusing  her  of  being  a  traitor,  Herod  had  her 
murdered  together  with  her  other  son.  He  then 
slaughtered  the  sons  of  Barbas.  Herod  was  very 
fond  of  Mariamne  and  when  he  found  that 
Antipater  was  responsible  for  lying  rumours 
Herod  had  him  put  to  death  as  well.  The  only 
people  now  left  with  Hashmonian  blood  were 
the  grandchildren  of  Mariamne.  Herod  who 
became  Agrippa  1  (The  Herod  of  Acts  12)  and 
the  notorious  Herodias. 


10  THE  ROYAL  LINE  OF  DAVID 
PROTECTED 


Throughout  all  these  years  the  Royal  House  of 
David  was  protected  in  poverty  and  obscurity.  It 
was  an  offence  to,  mention  the  title  “Son  of 
David”  such  was  a  title  given  only  to  the  true 
Royal  House. 

When  the  wise  elders  came  from  the  Israelite 
communities  living  in  the  East  in  Elam  and 
Media  to  which  they  had  been  taken  by  the 
Assyrians,  they  stopped  and  made  a  courtesy 
call  on  Herod,  the  King  of  the  Jews.  Herod  was 
alarmed  at  their  news  and  requested  them  to 
return  back  by  the  same  route  and  give  him 
further  news. 

These  elders  were  well  versed  in  the  prophesies 
of  Israel  and  in  the  divine  time  system.  Herod 
called  for  his  advisers  and  was  told  that  the 
Messiah  would  be  bom  in  Bethlehem  Ephrata  as 
was  prophesied  by  the  prophet  Micah,  Chapter 
five,  verse  two.  Herod  now  realized  that  here 
was  a  greater  threat  to  his  throne  than  any  that 
had  gone  before. 

Here  was  a  royal  prince  of  the  House  of  David, 
of  the  tribe  of  Judah  and  the  line  of  Jacob  who 
had  stolen  the  birthright  and  the  blessing  from 
his  ancestor  Esau.  Should  this  royal  prince  live 
he  would  be  acclaimed  as  King  by  the  whole 
Jewish  community. 

The  Davidites  had  metriculously  kept  the 
hereditary  register  of  the  House  of  David  and 
these  members  of  the  royal  family  never 
married  outside  the  family.  Herod  was 
determined  to  act.  He  sent  soldiers  to  Bethlehem 
to  kill  all  male  children  of  two  years  and  under 
in  the  area  about  the  town.  But  Joseph  had  been 
warned  to  take  the  Lord  Christ  away  to  Egypt, 
Herod  died  in  the  same  year,  B.C.  4. 

On  the  death  of  Herod  his  kingdom  was  divided 
between  his  three  sons.  The  Jewish  people  sent 
an  embassy  to  Augutus  seeking  to  be  delivered 
from  the  House  of  the  Idumean  Herods  to  no 
avail.  Augustus  decreed  that  one  son,  Archelaus 
should  rale  Judaea,  amaria  and  Idumea  a  with 
the  title  of  Ethnarch;  Antipas  should  mie 
Galilee  and  Peraea  with  the  title  of  Tetrarch  and 
Phillip,  also  with  the  title  of  Tetrarch  should 
mle  the  districts  of  Batanaea,  Trachonitis  and 
Hauran. 

There  was  continual  disorder  in  Palestine, 
numerous  persons  came  forward  claiming  to  be 
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the  legitimate  rulers  of  the  Jews.  The  people 
were  hostile  to  the  Herodians  and  wished  to 
have  an  internal  self  governing  community 
under  the  imperial  legate  of  Syria.  In  A.D.  6 
Quirinius,  the  Legate  of  Syria,  appointed  Annas 
as  High  Priest.  This  man  Annas  was  enabled  to 
ensure  that  members  of  his  family  held  the  high 
priesthood,  and  in  A.D.  18  an  Idumean,  Joseph 
Ben  ha-Quy-yafa  (Caiphas  )  who  had  married 
the  daughter  of  Annas,  was  made  high  priest. 

Herod  Antipas,  the  son  of  Herod  the  Great, 
governed  Galilee  and  Peraea  from  his  strong 
hold  of  Masada.  He  had  married  Herodias  a 
daughter  of  Aristobulus  the  son  of  Mariamne 
murdered  by  Herod  the  Great,  but  Herodias  was 
the  wife  of  Herod  the  son  of  Herod  the  Great  by 
another  Mariamne,  daughter  of  the  high  priest 
of  the  Egyptian  House  of  Boethus.  Herod 
Antipas  had  enticed  Herodias  away  from  her 
husband  and  she  had  brought  her  daughter 
Salome  with  her.  John  the  Baptist  earned  her 
enmity  for  condemning  this  act  for  which  he 
was  murdered.  Our  Lord  referred  to  Herod  as 
that  fox;  (Luke  13  :  32),  “Go  ye  and  tell  that  fox, 
behold  I  cast  out  devils  and  I  do  cures  today 
and  tomorrow  and  the  third  day  I  shall  be 
perfected.  Nevertheless  I  must  walk  today  and 
tomorrow,  and  the  day  following,  for  it  cannot 
be  that  a  prophet  perish  out  of  Jerusalem.  O 
Jerusalem,  Jerusalem,  which  killest  the  prophets 
and  stonest  them  that  are  sent  unto  thee:  how 
often  would  I  have  gathered  thy  children 
together,  as  a  hen  doth  gather  her  brood  under 
her  wings,  and  ye  would:  behold  your  house  is 
left  unto  you  desolate  and  verily  I  say  unto  you, 
ye  shall  not  see  me  until  the  time  come  when  ye 
shall  say  blessed  is  he,  that  cometh  in  the  name 
of  the  Lord.”  (Luke  13  :32-35). 


Jesus  told  the  scribes  and  the  Pharisees,  “If  ye 
continue  as  my  disciples  ye  shall  know  the  truth 
and  the  truth  shall  make  you  free.”  They 
answered,  “We  be  Abraham's  seed  and  were 
never  in  bondage  to  any  man.”  The  Israelites  had 
been  slaves  in  Egypt  and  had  been  taken  into 
captivity  in  Babylon.  The  Idumeans,  the 
descendents  of  Esau  had  never  been  in  bondage 
Jesus  said  to  them,  “I  know  that  ye  are 

Abraham’s  seed  (the  Idumeans  were  also 
descended  from  Abraham  through  Esau)  but  ye 
seek  to  kill  me  because  my  word  hath  no  place 
in  you.”  “I  speak  what  I  have  seen  with  my  father 
and  ye  do  which  ye  have  seen  with  your  father”. 
They  answered  “Abraham  is  our  father”.  Jesus 
said  “If  ye  were  Abraham's  seed  (spiritual)  ye 
would  do  the  works  of  Abraham,  but  now  ye 
seek  to  kill  me,  a  man  that  hath  told  you  the  tmth, 
which  I  have  heard  of  God. 

This  did  not  Abraham,  ye  do  the  deeds  of  your 
father  (Esau,  who  sought  to  kill  Israel  Jacob). 
Then  they  said  to  him  “We  be  not  bom  of 
fornication;  we  have  one  Father,  even  God." 
Jesus  replied,  “If  God  were  your  father,  ye  would 
love  me  a  for  I  proceeded  forth  and  came  from 
God;  neither  came  I  of  myself,  but  He  sent  me.” 
“Ye  are  of  your  father  the  devil,  and  the  lusts  of 
your  father  ye  will  do,  he  was  a  murderer  from 
the  beginning  and  abode  not  in  trath  because 
there  is  no  trath  in  him.  When  he  speaketh  a  lie, 
he  speaketh  of  his  own,  for  he  is  a  liar,  and  the 
father  of  it.  Your  father  Abraham  rejoiced  to  see 
my  day:  and  he  saw  it  and  was  glad.  “Before 
Abraham  was  I  AM.”  and  they  attempted  to 
stone  him. 

To  be  Continued 


Letters  and  Views 


‘Egypt  of  North’  to  be  Surveyed 

Sir — ,  Your  readers  might  be  interested  in  a  the 
short  item  from  a  Scottish  publication  below. 

A  TEAM  of  international  archaeologists  hope 
to  answer  questions  remaining  about  an  Orkney 
island  known  as  ‘the  Egypt  of  the  north’. 

The  experts  have  started  the  largest  geophysics 
survey  to  date  on  Rousay,  a  hilly  island  off 
Orkney  mainland. 
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‘Scythian'  is  mentioned  with  barbarian  in  TR  of 
Col.  311. 


Rousay  Island  Orkney 


The  first  phase  of  the  project  will  run  for  two 
weeks,  with  results  being  analysed  by  the 
University  of  the  Highlands  and  Islands, 
Bradford  University  and  Historic  Environment 
Scotland. 

The  island  is  renowned  for  its  archaeological 
diversity.  Yours  truly,  DR,  Skye,  Scotland. 


Scythians.  The  LXX  Contains  Some 
Apparent  References  To  The  Scythians. 


Sir — ,  From  an  extract  in  the  Bible 
Dictionary,  it  states 

In  2  Macc.  Antiocbus  IV.  Epiphanes  is  charged 
with  such  injustice  as  would  not  be  found  in  a 
Scythian  court  and  in  3  Macc.  the  servants  of 
Ptolemy  IV.  Philopa:  or  are  accused  of  cruelties 
after  the  fashion  of  Scythians.  The  city  of 
BETH-SHEAN  is  called.  Scythopolis  in  Judges. 
12:  7;  Judith  3:10;  2  Macc.  12  29;  I  Symmacinis 
translated  (Elam)  in  Gen.  14:19,  Moreover 


It  is  not  certain  that  in  any  of  these  instances  the 
reference  is  to  the  historic  Scythians. 

Jason  of  Cyrene  in  the  days  of  Cesar,  and  the 
author  of  3  Macc.  at  .the  time  of  Caligula,  may 
indeed  have  had  in  mind  such  descriptions  as 
those  in  Herod  or  some  proverbial  sayings  based 
on  them. 

It  is  also  possible,  however;  that  they  used  the 
term  Scythians  only  as  a  synonym  for 
‘barbarians.’  According  to  Georgios  Syncellus 
the  origin  of  the  name  Scythopolis,  also  known 
to  Josephus,  Eusebius,  and  others,  was  the 
presence  in  that  city  of  a  body  of  Scythians 
remaining  from  the  invasion  in  the  time  of 
Psammetichus.  The  name,  however,  does  not 
occur  on  an  inscription  before  218  BC.  Pliny 
states  that  Scythopolis  formerly  had  the  name  of 
Nysa. 

Whilst  it  is  not  in  itself  improbable  that  some 
Scythians  in  625  BC  remained  as  an  enclave  in 
Beth-Shean  and  played  as  important  a  part  there 
as  the  exiles  from  Cutha  seem  to  have  done  in 
Samaria.  It  is  also  possible  that  the  name  is  due 
to  the  settlement  of  some  people  deported  by 
Assurbanipal,  such  as  the  Parthian  Dahae  (Ezra 
4:  9),  where  Hoffmann's  conjecture  is  more 
ingenious  than  convincing.  Symmachus  may 
have  used  Scythian  for  Parthian. 

In  Col.  3:  1 1,  the  text  is  clearly  not  in  order.  It 
probably  read  originally  ‘Jew  and  Gentile', 
circumcision  and  un-circumcision,  Greek  and 
barbarian.  ‘Scythian’  seems  to  be  a  gloss  to 
‘barbarian.' 

It  is  exceedingly  probable  that  in  MT  the 
Scythians  are  referred  to  as  Ashkenazi  in  Gen. 
10:3;  Ch.  1:  6  Jer.  51:27. 

The  question  of  the  origin  and  meaning  of  the 
name  Ashkenazi  and  the  related  names  needs  to 
be  re-examined  in  connection  with  the 
Jerahmeelite  theory.’  See  Crit.  Bib.  on  Gen.  10 
2-4. 

Explanation  only  in  the  political  relations 
between  Scythians  and  Assyrians.  The  editor  of 
Jer.  1-20  (see  Jeremiah  [book],  had  an  important 
landmark  to  go  by.  and  rightly  put  the  beginning 
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of  his  prophet's  ministry  in  the  memorable 
thirteenth  year  of  Josiah. 

Winckler  assumes  that  the  defence  of  Nineveh 
by  Madyas  occurred  at  the  time  when  the  city 
was  finally  destroyed,  and  that  the  Scythians.  He 
correctly  observes  that  a  parenthesis  begins  after 
the  statement  of  the  appearance  of  Madyas,  and 
concludes  that  only  the  beginning  of  Herodotus’ 
account  and  the  end  of  it  were  drawn  from  an 
older  source,  the  remainder  being  the  historian's 
own  work 


Uniiic  irfb^s 


But  the  parenthesis  only  tells  how  the  Scythians 
happened  to  be  in  Asia,  and  the  narrative 
manifestly  continues  with —  ‘Then  the  Medes 
fought  with  the  Scythians'  in  the  end.  The  rest 
presents  only  one  difficulty,  which,  however, 
may  be  satisfactorily  met.  If  the  twenty-eight 
years  of  Scythian  rule  fell  within  Cyaxares  reign 
(625-585),  as  distinctly  affirms,  .they  must  have 
extended  from  625  to  597:  yet  the  capture  of 
Nineveh  in  606  is  mentioned  after  the  recovery 
of  the  nations  ruled  before  625. 

But  the  restoration  of  Media's  former  territory  is 
not  unnaturally  mentioned  first,  even  though  it 
had  not  been  fiilly  accomplished  before  597.  and 
the  important  addition  of  Assyria  only 
afterwards  with  emphasis,  though  occurring 
already  in  606. 

There  is  no  evidence  that  Scythia  lost  anything 
but  an  ally  by  the  fall  of  Assyria.  If  the  king  of 
the  Umman  Manda  in  the  Nabuna'id  inscription 
is  Cyaxares,  there  is  no  hint  in  that  document  of 
a  Scythian  army  appearing  for  the  defence  of 
Nineveh  in  606.  Had  the  Scythian  power  in  Asia 
Minor  been  crushed  in  that  year,  it  is  not  likely 
that  hostilities  between  Media  and  Lydia  would 
have  been  so  long  deferred.  In  597  the  two  allies. 

Media  and  Chaldea,  seem  to  have  made  a  great 
attack  upon  Media  destroying  the  Scythian 
power  in  Armenia  and  Cappadocia.  Chaldea 


humiliating  Egypt's  Syrian  buffer  state.  Judah. 
They  were  still  suited  when  in  586 
Nebuchadnezzar  put  an  end  to  the  Judean 

kingdom - Your  truly,  DR,  Isle  of  Skye, 

Scotland. 

Comments  on  5G,  Wildlife  &c. 


Sir — ,  I  don't  have  favourite  animals  because  I 
find  all  wildlife  fascinating.  Plus  I  like  eating  sea 
fish,  molluscs  and  crustaceans.  Not  being 
wealthy  I  rarely  buy  sea  food  but  I  try  to  collect 
or  catch  sea  food  myself,  so  it  increases  my 
chances  of  success  if  I  learn  about  their  habits 
and  habitats. 

I  do  collect  beach  litter  and  bum  it,  but  got  told 
off  by  a  jobsworth  councillor  because  I  didn't 
have  permission  to  bum  it.  I  suppose  he  would 
want  it  to  be  put  into  landfill. 

Not  many  people  know  that  there  are  no 
poisonous  seaweeds.  I  collect  what  to  others 
might  seem  inedible  seaweeds,  but  treated 
correctly  they  make  good  additions  to  meals.  I 
dry  them  so  that  they  cmmble  in  my  hands  if  I 
squeeze  them.  I  then  add  them  to  stews  or  food 
I  cook  in  a  slow  cooker. 

A  real  advantage  in  using  seaweed  is  that  all  the 
micro  nutrients  often  depleted  from  our  soils  end 
up  in  the  sea  and  are  absorbed  by  the  seaweeds- 
far  cheaper  that  mineral  supplements  and  our 
bodies  have  evolved  to  use  them  if  presented  in 
this  way.  Perhaps  now  I  have  aroused  your 
interest  so  read  on. 

In  the  UK,  the  media  is  controlled  by  people  that 
you  are  unaware  of.  About  the  only  wildlife  safe 
from  the  proposed  upgrade  from  from  3  and  4G 
mobile  ‘phone  transmissions  to  5G  is  sea  life. 

Australia  and  the  Dutch  have  discussed  the 
dangers  of  5G  in  their  parliaments.  Our 
parliament  cannot  because  they  are  effectively 
controlled.  The  don't  want  you  to  know  that  5G 
transmissions  can  alter  DNA.  Don't  believe  the 
alarmist  information  put  out  on  the  Internet  by 
those  that  support  the  introduction  of  5G  because 
they  are  diversionary  tactics  used  by  the 
promoters  of  5G. 

Instead  research  the  scientific  evidence, 
examined  by  the  Dutch  and  Australian 
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parliaments  which  is  the  work  of  Olle  Johannson 
which  is  the  proof  that  5G  can  alter  the  DNA  of 
all  living  things. 

Amazingly,  such  organisations  that  you  may 
trust  and  support,  such  as  the  BBC's  You  and 
Yours  programme.  The  Which  organisation.  The 
RSPB.  The  CPRE,  and  now  even  your  National 
Trust,  will  not  form  a  policy  on  the  dangers  of 
5G  to  the  environment  and  even  more 
importantly  to  the  people  and  volunteers  they 
employ  or  use  who  they  are  supposed  to  protect. 

They  are  safe  that  they  cannot  be  prosecuted 
using  the  health  and  safety  statutes  because  when 
it  comes  to  exposing  the  ignoring  of  their  own 
statutes  the  establishment  does  not  prosecute 
themselves  for  their  offences. 

Witness  the  Grenfell  Tower  Block  enquiry.  They 
will  not  release  the  interim  fire  report  which 
would  expose  the  council's  criminality.  Why  is 
this  of  concern  to  you.  Your  silence  allows  this 
corruption  to  continue.  The  NT  with  it's  huge 
membership  should  not  be  government  stooges. 
They  do  so  much  good  but  they  need  your 
support  to  force  them  to  expose  and  stop  the 
transmissions  of  5G  which  affect  all  wildlife  and 
humans.  Yours  truly,  John  Trembrell, 
Gloucestershire,  UK. 


Anti-Semitism  Is  a  Cover  for 


Censorship 

Sir _ ,  Whether  against  the  Yellow  Vests,  or 

US  congressmen  or  UK  politicians,  the 
accusation  is  meant  to  stop  thought. 

Let’s  get  this  straight.  Anti -Zionism  is  not 
anti-Semitism,  or  anti-Jewishness.  But  the 
deliberate  confusion  of  the  terms  allows  the 
Israeli  state  and  its  supporters  to  carry  out  huge 
crimes  with  impunity. 


The  cynical  confusion  is  also  being  used  as  a 
smear  to  undermine  critical  politicians  and 
protest  groups  in  Western  states. 

We  have  seen  a  rash  of  this  false  ambiguity 
recently  with  the  labelling  of  the  Yellow  Vest 
protest  movement  in  France  as  “anti-Semitic”  as 
well  as  the  same  smear  being  levelled  at  British 
Labour  party  leader  Jeremy  Corbyn  and  US 
congresswoman  Ilhan  Omar. 

Omar,  a  newly  elected  Democrat  member  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  got  into  hot  water 
after  she  criticized  Israeli  lobby  groups  and  their 
outsized  political  donations  for  having  an  undue 
detrimental  influence  on  US  foreign  policy  in 
the  Middle  East. 

The  congresswoman  was  castigated  by  President 
Donald  Trump  for  her  “anti-Semitic  hate  speech” 
as  well  as  by  her  own  party  leader  in  the  House 
of  Representatives,  Nanci  Pelosi. 

But  what  Omar  said  was  a  simple  incontestable 
truth;  a  factual  statement  that  Israeli  financial 
blandishments  have  ended  up  buying  American 
government  bias  in  propping  up  Israeli  state 
interests  over  the  rights  of  Palestinians. 

Trump  is  a  prime  example  of  the  questionable 
transaction.  During  his  2016  presidential  bid. 
Trump  received  millions  of  dollars  in  political 
donations  from  Sheldon  Adelson,  an  American- 
Israeli  property  magnate  who  is  fervently  pro- 
Israel.  Trump’s  policies  since  becoming 
president  clearly  demonstrate  an  Israeli  bias  in 
White  House  policy,  in  particular  his 
controversial  declaration  of  Jerusalem  as  the 
capital  of  the  state,  thus  preempting  a  historic 
negotiated  settlement  with  Palestinians. 

The  Israeli  state  continues  to  bulldoze 
Palestinian  homes  in  illegally  occupied 
territories  and  to  use  excessive  lethal  force 
against  unarmed  Palestinian  protesters.  Since  last 
year,  the  UN  estimates  that  nearly  200 
Palestinians,  including  children,  have  been  shot 
dead  by  Israeli  soldiers  and  snipers  while 
attending  demonstrations  against  the  cruel  Israeli 
siege  on  Gaza. 

US  and  European  governments  routinely  keep 
silent  on  these  grave  crimes  perpetrated  by  the 
Israeli  state.  A  major  factor  is  the  powerful  and 
well-financed  Israeli  lobby  in  America  and  the 
European  Union. 
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Anti-Zionism  is  a  specific  term  for  political 
opposition  to  violations  committed  by  the  Israeli 
state  against  historic  rights  of  indigenous 
Palestinian  peoples  who  have  seen  their  ancestral 
lands  gradually  annexed  since  the  Israeli  state 
was  founded  in  1948. 

To  stand  against  these  systematic  crimes  is  not 
anti-Semitic.  Indeed,  many  honourable  Jewish 
people  around  the  world  are  among  the  most 
vehement  critics  of  Israeli  state  crimes.  Writers 
and  activists  such  as  Norman  Finkelstein  and 
Ralph  Schoenman. 

Britain’s  Labour  leader  Jeremy  Corbyn  has  a 
long  personal  history  of  advocating  for 
Palestinian  rights.  He  describes  himself  as  being 
“anti-Zionist”,  that  is,  opposed  to  the  relentless 
illegal  annexation  of  Palestinian  lands  for  the 
self-declared  purpose  of  building  a  religious 
Jewish  state. 

This  week  a  group  of  Labour  MPs  resigned  from 
the  party  to  set  up  a  new  independent  group  in 
the  British  parliament.  The  group  of  seven  MPs 
claim  that  the  Labour  party  under  Corbyn  is 
institutionally  “anti-semitic”. 

That  is  a  unwarranted  smear  on  their  former 
leader  and  the  rest  of  the  party.  It  seems 
significant  that  the  breakaway  splinter  group  is 
refusing  to  reveal  where  its  funding  is  coming 
from.  The  Israeli  lobby? 

Likewise  in  France,  the  Yellow  Vest  protest 
movement  is  this  week  being  slated  “anti- 
semitic”.  This  follows  an  upsurge  in  vandalism 
on  Jewish  cemeteries,  where  dozens  of  graves 
have  been  daubed  with  Nazi  swastikas.  Such 
attacks  in  France  have  been  on  the  rise  long 
before  the  Yellow  Vest  movement  against 
French  government  economic  policies  began  in 
November.  Coincidently,  however,  there  was  an 
incident  last  weekend  when  a  prominent  French 
philosopher  Alain  Finkielkraut  was  verbally 
accosted  on  a  Parisienne  street  by  some  Yellow 
Vest  members. 

Video  footage  showed  Finkielkraut ’s  assailants 
calling  him  a  “dirty  Zionist”  and  mocking  him 
to  go  back  to  Israel.  They  did  not  refer  to  his 
Jewish  heritage,  yet  several  media  reports 
implicated  the  Yellow  Vest  movement  as  being 
“anti-semitic”. 


It  is  a  fact  that  Finkielkraut  in  his  writings  and 
public  comments  is  an  ardent  supporter  of  the 
Israeli  state.  Arguably,  anyone  who  presents 
themselves  in  public  as  an  apologist  for  this  state 
and  its  criminal  policies  is  therefore  liable  for 
public  opprobrium  by  those  who  call  themselves 
anti-Zionists. 

The  deliberate  and  dubious  conflation  of  “anti- 
Zionism”  with  being  “anti-Jewish”  and  thereby 
by  extension  being  a  sympathizer  of  the  Nazi 
holocaust  is  a  cynical  attempt  at  covering  up  the 
horrific  crimes  committed  by  the  Israeli  state.  It 
is  an  abject  form  of  censorship  against  truth¬ 
telling  on  behalf  of  Palestinian  rights,  so  that  we 
are  browbeaten  into  accepting  crimes  against 
humanity  by  the  Israeli  state  and  its  American 
military  sponsorship. 

Worse  than  this,  it  is  not  just  about  intimidating 
people  into  silence  in  the  face  of  iniquitous 
oppression  in  the  Middle  East.  The  anti- 
Zionist/anti-semitic  fraud  is  also  being  used  to 
smear  and  undermine  any  potential  political 
opposition  within  Western  states.  Yours  truly, 
K  H,  West  Midlands,  UK. 


Second  Case  of  Leprosy 
Reported  in  Ireland 


A  second  case  of  leprosy  has  been  confirmed  in 
Ireland  in  the  Dublin  North  East  region. 

The  case  was  notified  to  the  Health  Protection 
Surveillance  Centre  (HPSC)  by  the  HSE  NE  in 
June. 

According  to  the  HSE,  no  cases  were  officially 
reported  in  Ireland  between  1981  and  2012  when 
leprosy  was  on  the  list  of  notifiable  diseases  . 

The  first  case  of  leprosy  was  notified  to  the  HSE 
in  January  and  involved  a  Brazilian  man  in  his 
30’s  who  attended  a  GP  clinic  in  Co  Meath.  He 
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contracted  the  disease  in  his  home  country  a 
decade  earlier. 

Both  cases  involved  a  recurrence  of  leprosy. 
Neither  was  contracted  in  Ireland. 

Leprosy  is  a  curable  chronic  infectious  disease. 
When  left  untreated,  it  can  cause  permanent 
damage  to  the  skin  nerves  limbs  and  eyes, 
however  disability  can  be  avoided  when 
treatment  is  provided  during  early  stages  of  the 
disease.  It  is  transmitted  via  droplets,  from  the 
nose  and  mouth,  during  close  and  frequent 
contacts  with  untreated  cases. 

The  incubation  period  of  the  disease  is  about  five 
years  and  symptoms  can  take  up  to  20  years  to 
appear  after  the  initial  infection  because  the 
bacteria  multiply  very  slowly.  Despite  its 
reputation,  leprosy  is  not  highly  infectious  and 
is  curable.  Yours  truly  D.  J.,  UK 


Appendix  II  -  The  Statute  of  the 
Jewry,  1275 

By  Robin  R.  Mundill,  Glenalmond  College, 
Perthshire 

Sir — ,  Here  is  an.  Export  citation  Summary  Les 
Estatutz  de  la  Jewerie  originally  appeared  in 
Anglo-Norman.  There  are  various  versions  other 
than  this  one  from  Statutes  of  the  Realm.  The 
Statute  was  probably  first  mooted  at  Westminster 
in  the  Common  Council  of  the  Realm  at  Easter 
1275.  It  was  clearly  promulgated  by  Michaelmas 
1275.  Source:  Statutes  of  the  Realm,  Vol.  1,  pp. 
220-1.  Other  copies  exist  in  the  British  Library 
{BL  Additional  Manuscripts  15,667,  32,085, 
32,085,38,821). 

Forasmuch  as  the  King  hath  seen  that  divers 
Evils,  and  the  disinheriting  of  the  good  Men  of 
his  Land  have  happened  by  the  Usuries  which 
the  Jews  have  made  in  Time  past,  and  that  divers 
sins  have  followed  thereupon;  albeit  he  and  his 
Ancestors  have  received  much  benefit  from  the 
Jewish  People  in  all  Time  past;  nevertheless  for 
the  Honour  of  God  and  the  common  benefit  of 
the  People,  the  King  hath  ordained  and 
established.  That  from  henceforth  no  Jew  shall 
lend  any  Thing  at  Usury,  either  upon  Land,  or 
upon  Rent,  or  upon  other  Thing: 

And  that  no  Usuries  shall  run  in  Time  coming 
from  the  Feast  of  Saint  Edward  last  past. 


Notwithstanding,  the  Covenants  before  made 
shall  be  observed,  saving  that  the  Usuries  shall 
cease.  But  all  those  who  owe  Debts  to  Jews  upon 
Pledges  of  Moveables,  shall  acquit  them  between 
this  and  Easter;  if  not  they  shall  be  forfeited. 

And  if  any  Jew  shall  lend  at  Usury  contrary  to 
this  Ordinance,  the  King  will  not  lend  his  Aid, 
neither  by  himself  nor  his  Officers,  for  the 
recovery  of  his  Loan;  but  will  punish  him  at  his 
discretion  for  the  Offence,  and  will  do  justice  to 
the  Christian  that  he  may  obtain  his  Pledge  again. 
Posted  by  Pastor  Eli  James,  USA. 


Dr.  Samuel  Johnson’s  Dictionary 


Sir — ,  An  interesting  comment  by  Benjamin 
Freedman  on  Samuel  Johnson’s  Dictionary  and 
the  word  Jew. 

“Dr.  Samuel  Johnson  wrote  the  first  English 
Dictionary  in  1797.  That’s  only  a  few  years  from 
1800,  which  isn’t  so  very  long  ago!  It  consists 
of  two  thick  volumes.  And  it  has  possibly  every 
word  that  was  then  used  in  the  English  language. 
I  have  shown  that  to  many  important  people  in 
all  walks  of  life,  and  they  were  amazed,  because 
when  I  told  them  what  I  am  going  to  tell  you 
now,  they  didn’t  believe  me.  So  I  acquired  these 
two  books  -  cost  a  little  money.  They’re  first 
editions,  rare!  In  that  book,  in  those  two 
volumes,  the  first  English  dictionary  ever 
published  by  Dr.  Samuel  Johnson,  (about  whom, 
many  of  you  know),  the  word  ‘Jew’  does  not 
appear.  Your  truly,  CBP,  East  Sussex,  UK 
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Do  You  Still  Trust  Your  Doctor? 
Posted  By 
Tapestry 


Today,  everybody  knows 

somebody  who  was  healthy,  got 
vaccinated  and  was  never  healthy 
again.  The  people  whose  lives  are  being 
impacted  by  business  deals  between 
governments,  Big  Pharma  and  Big 
Philanthropy  increasingly  are  being 
marginalized  in  the  top-down  public 
policymaking  process  by  wealthy  and 
powerful  institutions  in  society  financing  the 
global  multibillion-dollar  vaccine  industry. 

This  is  evident  when  the  people  raise  their 
voices  to  ask  for  better  vaccine  science  and 
more  humane  public  health  policies  and  are 
demonised,  discriminated  against  and 
punished  by  those  in  control  of  those  wealthy 
and  powerful  institutions. 

A  system  that  will  not  bend  will  break.  The 
responsibility  for  the  crisis  of  trust  in  the 
global  vaccination  system  lies  squarely  at  the 
feet  of  those  who  operate  the  system  and  refuse 
to  acknowledge  the  suffering  of  the  people 
harmed  by  vaccines. 

The  World  Health  Organization  (WHO)  has 
ranked  “vaccine  hesitancy”  as  one  of  the  top 
10  Threats  to  Global  Health  in  2019 

Since  2011,  pharmaceutical  companies  have 
no  liability  for  injuries  and  deaths  caused  by 
the  vaccines  they  sell  in  the  U.S.  that  are 
government  recommended  and  mandated. 


A  joint  investigation  by  the  British  Medical 
Journal  and  the  Bureau  of  Investigative 
Journalism  revealed  that  three  key  scientists 
who  influenced  WHO’s  decision  to  declare  a 
swine  flu  influenza  pandemic  in  2009  and 
recommend  all  countries  use  and  stockpile 
vaccines  and  pandemic  flu  drugs  had  financial 
ties  to  pharmaceutical  companies  profiting 
from  the  WHO  recommendations. 

The  Gates  Foundation  has  donated  more  than 
$3  billion  to  Gavi.  Between  2000  and  2013, 
only  10  percent  of  total  funding  provided  by 
Gavi  was  used  to  strengthen  health  systems  in 
developing  countries,  while  nearly  80  percent 
was  used  to  purchase,  deliver  and  promote 
vaccines. 

The  National  Institutes  of  Health  and  other 
U.S.  federal  health  agencies  give  millions  of 
dollars  in  taxpayer  dollars  to  academic 
institutions  and  vaccine  manufacturers  to 
improve  vaccine  technology,  find  new 
lucrative  vaccine  markets  and  boost  vaccine 
marketability.  The  U.S.  government  also 
partners  with  the  Gates  Foundation  to  develop 
and  promote  vaccine  use  By  Barbara  Loe  Fisher 

The  World  Health  Organization  (WHO)  issued 
a  report  on  January  16,  2019  ranking  “vaccine 
hesitancy”  as  one  of  the  top  “10  Threats  to 
Global  Health  in  2019,”  alongside  air  pollution 
and  climate  change,  non  communicable 
diseases,  global  influenza  pandemic,  anti¬ 
microbial  resistance  and  infectious  diseases 
such  as  ebola,  dengue  fever  and  HIV. 

Throughout  history,  the  greatest  contributors 
to  disease  and  early  death  in  human 
populations  have  been  poverty,  poor  sanitation 
and  poor  nutrition,2,3,4  but  infectious  diseases 
with  pharmaceutical  solutions  dominated  this 
list. 

And,  there  was  no  mention  of  the  major  opioid 
addiction  crisis  crippling  and  killing  tens  of 
thousands  of  people  in  the  U.S.  and 
Europe,5,6  or  the  iatrogenic  medical  error 
epidemic  that  every  year  claims  more  than 


( Page  22 ) 


750,000  lives  in  Europe  and  250,000  lives  in 
the  U.S.,  where  it  is  the  third  leading  cause  of 
death. 


health  officials  and  only  became  vaccine  safety 
critics  after  the  risks  of  vaccination  for  their 
children  turned  out  to  be  100  percent. 


The  immediate  mainstream  media  response  to 
the  WHO’s  announcement  was  to  focus  on 
“vaccine  hesitancy,”  with  The  Editorial  Board 
of  The  New  York  Times  declaring  January  19 
that  “anti-vaxxers”  are  “the  enemy”  and  calling 
on  the  U.S.  government  to  “get  tough”  by 
waging  a  “bold  and  aggressive”  pro-vaccine 
campaign  that  includes  “tightening  restrictions 
around  how  much  leeway  states  can  grant 
families  that  want  to  skip  essential  vaccines.” 


By  January  23,  The  Hill  announced 
Washington  state  had  declared  a  state  of 
emergency  because  of  23  cases  of  measles 
reported  in  an  “anti-vaccination  community” 
near  Portland,  Oregon,  10  and  there  was  a 
public  call  in  the  UK  for  social  media  platforms 
to  “clamp  down  on  fake  news”  and  censor 
“misleading  information  and  negative 
messaging  around  vaccination.” 

The  New  York  Times’  editorial  headline, 
“How  to  Inoculate  Against  Anti-Vaxxers,”  was 
a  theme  repeated  in  articles  reacting  to  the 
WHO’s  suggestion  that  people  wanting  to 
make  informed,  voluntary  decisions  about 
vaccination  are  a  global  menace.  One  doctor 
suggested  that  parents  who  don’t  vaccinate 
their  children  are  selfish:  “[I]t’s  a  matter  of  T 
don’t  care  about  other  people  in  the 
community,  I  only  care  about  the  health  and 
welfare  of  my  own  child.'” 

There  was  no  discussion  about  institutionally 
acknowledged  gaps  in  vaccine  safety 
science,  or  the  fact  that  most  parents  dutifully 
follow  the  advice  of  paediatricians  and  public 


There  was  no  discussion  about  the  fact  that 
since  2011,  pharmaceutical  companies  have  no 
liability  for  injuries  and  deaths  caused  by 
the  vaccines  they  sell  in  the  U.S.  that  are 
government  recommended  and  mandated. 

Instead,  parents  of  vaccine  injured  children  and 
others  concerned  about  vaccine  safety,  who  for 
decades  have  been  asking  government  and 
industry  to  produce  better  quality  vaccine 
science  and  more  humane  vaccine  policies  that 
respect  genetic  and  biological  diversity,  were 
stereotyped  as  “anti-vaxxers”  and  demonised 
as  a  “threat”  to  public  health. 

The  Editorial  Board  of  The  New  York  Times 
explained,  “It’s  no  mystery  how  we  got  here. 
On  the  Internet,  anti-vaccine  propaganda  has 
outpaced  pro-vaccine  public  health 
information.” 

Authoritatively,  “the  Board,  its  editor  and  the 
publisher”  of  The  New  York  Times  stated  that, 
“Scientists,  especially,  are  uncomfortable  with 
black  and  white  statements,  because  science  is 
all  about  nuance.  But,  in  the  case  of  vaccines, 
there  are  some  hard  truths  that  deserve  to  be 
trumpeted.  Vaccines  are  not  toxic,  and  they  do 
not  cause  autism.  Full  stop.” 

There  was  no  discussion  about  why  people  are 
legitimately  concerned  about  vaccine 
ingredients  and  Pharma  paying  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration  (FDA)  to  fast  track  new 
vaccines  to  licensure  without  adequate  testing. 

There  was  no  discussion  about  the  fact  that 
doctors  giving  children  69  doses  of  16  vaccines 
starting  on  the  day  of  birth  —  three  times  as 
many  vaccinations  as  they  got  in  198322  — 
cannot  explain  why  so  many  highly  vaccinated 
children  in  the  U.S.  today  are  sicker,  not 
healthier  today:  1  child  in  6  is  learning 
disabled  and  1  in  40  has  autism. 

Millions  more  suffer  with  asthma,  diabetes, 
severe  allergies,  epilepsy,  cancer, 
schizophrenia,  depression  and  other  chronic 
disease  marked  by  chronic  inflammation  in  the 
body. 
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The  CDC  states  that  “90  pereent  of  the  $3.3 
trillion  in  annual  health  eare  expenditures  are 
for  people  with  ehronic  and  mental  health 
conditions.  ”2  5  The  largely  unexplained 
chronic  disease  and  disability  epidemic  in  the 
U.S.  is  bankrupting  the  U.S.  health  care  system 
and  there  is  no  research  being  funded  to 
investigate  the  role  that  ever-increasing 
numbers  of  vaccines  given  to  infants,  children 
and  adults  may  be  playing. 

Multinational  pharmaceutical  corporations  in 
command  of  a  global  $34  billion  vaccine 
market  are  holding  billion-dollar  contracts  with 
mass  communication  companies  and  public- 
private  partnerships  with  governments  to 
purchase  vaccines  and  create  vaccine 
marketing  campaigns  that  dwarf  the  relatively 
small  number  of  websites  and  blogs  labelled 
“anti-vax”  simply  for  criticizing  vaccine 
science  and  government  policy. 

Yet,  there  is  no  recognition  by  mainstream 
media  articles  of  the  fact  that  wealthy 
corporations  and  philanthropic  foundations 
with  political  agendas,36,37  well-paid  medical 
doctors  and  government  health  officials  in 
charge  of  operating  the  vaccine  system  are  in 
privileged  positions  of  power  with  a  distinct 
advantage  over  ordinary  people  subjected  to 
vaccine  laws  that  place  an  unequal  risk  burden 
on  individuals  with  genetic  and  biological 
susceptibility  to  suffering  harm  from 
vaccination. 

Bio-Populism’  Blamed  for  Vaccine 
Hesitancy  in  Europe 

In  the  UK,  The  Economist  published  an  article 
entitled,  “The  Campaign  Against  Vaccination,” 
in  which  an  anonymous  author  declared, 
“Across  Europe,  the  rise  of  populism  is 
damaging  public  health.  A  common  feature  is 
skepticism  of  vaccines.” 

Pointing  to  Italy,  Austria  and  France  as  hotbeds 
of  political  support  for  “parental  choice”  about 
vaccination,  the  author  attempted  to  politically 
tie  growing  public  support  for  vaccine  choice 
to  a  fear  of  migrants  and  coined  a  new  term: 
“bio-populism,”  saying: 

“It  is  increasingly  clear  that  Europe’s  populists 
want  for  the  body  what  they  want  for  the 


nation:  purity,  unity  and  self-governance. 
Populist  health  policies  mean  citizens  being 
free  from  outside  influences  —  whether 
vaccines  devised  by  doctors,  regulations 
invented  by  politicians  or  diseases  supposedly 
carried  by  migrants  —  and  in  control  of  their 
own  epidemiology.” 

He  (or  she?)  went  on  to  explain  that  bio¬ 
populism  is  a  “combination  of  me-first 
libertarianism  and  anti-expertise  herd 
mentality.”  Quoting  Italian  medical  professor 
Dr.  Roberto  Burioni,  who  has  stated 
authoritatively  that  “Vaccines  are  not  an 
opinion”  and  offered  an  explanation  for  “Why 
science  can’t  be  democratic,”  The  Economist 
article  ended  with  a  warning  that,  “At  least  one 
pandemic  will  probably  sweep  the 
interconnected  world  in  the  next  decade. 
Viruses,  after  all,  know  no  borders.” 

There  was  no  discussion  of  the  fact  that  most 
parents  and  physicians  calling  for  better  quality 
vaccine  science  and  informed  consent 
protections  in  vaccine  laws  are  ideologically 
diverse  and  do  not  all  identify  with  one 
particular  political  party.  In  fact,  a  2015  Pew 
Research  Centre  survey  revealed  that  age  and 
parenthood  had  more  to  do  with  vaccine 
hesitancy,  with  young  adults  and  parents  with 
children  under  age  1 8  being  less  supportive  of 
mandatory  vaccination. 


Vaccines,  Autism,  Erosion  of  Trust 
in  Drug  Companies  and  Doctors 


V 


I  J 

In  the  U.S.,  Live  Science  trumpeted:  “Anti- 
Vaccine  Movement  Joins  Ebola,  Drug 
Resistance  on  List  of  Top  Global 
Threats.”46  A  doctor  at  Johns  Hopkins  Centre 
for  Health  Security  was  quoted  as  saying  the 
reason  that  non-communicable  diseases  and 
not  infectious  diseases  made  the  WHO’s  top 
10  global  threat  list  is  “a  testament  to  how 
powerful  vaccines  are.” 
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Pointing  to  the  jubilant  public  response  to  the 
release  of  polio  vaccine  in  the  1950's,  he 
commented,  “We  need  to  get  back  to  that  era 
when  vaccines  were  celebrated  the  way  a  new 
iPhone  [is].” 

The  headline  People  Magazine  chose  was 
“World  Health  Organization  Names  Anti- 
Vaxxers  As  a  Top  Threat  to  Global  Health  in 
2019.”  At  the  beginning  of  the  article,  the 
following  statement  appeared:  “There  is  no 
scientific  link  between  vaccines  and  autism, 
according  to  the  Centres  for  Disease  Control.” 
It  ended  with  the  statement,  “To  tackle  the 
rising  levels  of  vaccine  hesitancy,  WHO  plans 
to  push  forward  with  the  goal  of  eliminating 
cervical  cancer  with  greater  application  of  HPV 
vaccines — ” 

U.S.  News  &  World  Report  ran  this  headline: 
“WHO:  Anti- Vaccine  Movement  a  Top  Threat 
in  2019.”  That  author  stated,  “So-called  anti- 
vaxxers  refuse  the  required  shots  for  their 
children  on  religious  or  philosophical  grounds. 
An  increase  in  unvaccinated  children  has,  in 
part,  been  tied  to  the  medically  discredited 
belief  that  vaccines  cause  autism  spectrum 
disorder.” 

Pointing  out  that  a  recent  U.S.  survey  found 
that  public  trust  in  vaccination  is  on  the  decline, 
she  added,  “The  heightened  mistrust, 
researchers  said,  was  especially  prevalent  in 
small  pockets  of  people  in  insular  communities 
or  like-minded  communities  online.” 

Pacific  Standard  asked,  “Are  Anti-Vaxxers  a 
Major  Health  Threat?  The  World  Health 
Organization  Says  Yes.’This  article  included 
a  quote  from  a  paediatrician: 

“The  ongoing  erosion  of  trust  in  the  medical 
establishment  as  a  whole  is  also  to  blame,  as 
frequent  reports  of  dubious  financial 
relationships  between  physicians,  professional 
medical  societies,  and  the  pharmaceutical 
industry  leave  many  questioning  whether  or 
not  physicians  can  be  trusted.  Unsure  of  what 
to  do  and  whom  to  listen  to,  many  seek  answers 
to  their  questions  elsewhere,  or  simply  rely  on 
their  gut  feeling — ” 

Salon  created  the  most  sensational  headline 
that  asked  the  foreboding  question,  “The  Anti- 
vaxxocalypse:  What  Happens  to  Humanity  if 


Vaccine  Hesitancy  Continues?”  The  author 
explained  to  readers,  “In  other  words,  the 
anti-vaccination  movement,  which  has  inspired 
many  in  first-world  countries  to  refuse  or 
hesitate  vaccination  for  easily-preventable 
diseases,  is  now  a  threat  to  global  health  and, 
ergo,  stability.” 

The  exaggerated  response  to  the  WHO 
announcement  by  corporations  owning 
mainstream  media  outlets  has  been  curiously 
uniform.  Often  using  identical  talking  points, 
perspective  from  parents  and  physicians  in  the 
U.S.  and  Europe  rationally  calling  for  reform 
of  the  vaccine  policies  and  laws  is  left  out. 

The  politics  of  vaccination  are  in  full  swing, 
but  where  is  the  money  coming  from  to  fund 
these  vaccine  marketing  campaigns  using  name 
calling,  threats,  shaming  and  misinformation 
to  demonise  and  call  for  discrimination  against 
those  who  criticize  vaccine  science  and 
government  policy? 


The  WHO  Markets  Vaccines 

Immediately  after  World  War  II  in  1945,  the 
United  Nations  (U.N.)  voted  to  establish  a  new 
international  health  organization.  In  1948, 
WHO  was  founded  by  the  U.N.  after 
ratification  by  26  member  states  and  given  a 
budget  of  $5  million. 

WHO  is  a  specialized  agency  of  the  U.N. 
headquartered  in  Geneva,  Switzerland,  and  is 
composed  of  six  regional  offices  operating  in 
different  parts  of  the  world,  including  the  Pan 
American  Health  Organization  (PAHO)  in 
Washington,  D.C. 

Today,  194  member  states  of  the  U.N.  are 
impacted  by  the  activities  of  the  WHO,  which 
has  a  broad  mandate  to  “act  as  the  directing 
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and  coordinating  authority  on  international  million);  Canada  ($15  million)  and  Australia 
health  work.”  ($12  million). 


The  WHO  Constitution,  revised  in  2006,  states 
that  its  objective  “is  the  attainment  by  all 
peoples  of  the  highest  possible  level  of  health,” 
and  health  is  defined  as  “a  state  of  complete 
physical,  mental  and  social  well-being  and  not 
merely  the  absence  of  disease  or  infirmity.” 

The  WHO  Constitution  also  states  that 
“Informed  opinion  and  active  co-operation  on 
the  part  of  the  public  are  of  the  utmost 
importance  in  the  improvement  of  the  health 
of  the  people.”  The  top  priorities  of  the  WHO 
when  it  was  founded  70  years  ago  were 
malaria,  tuberculosis,  venereal  diseases, 
maternal  and  child  health,  sanitary  engineering 
and  nutrition. 

During  the  first  30  years  of  WHO’s  operation, 
the  U.N.  agency  spearheaded  a  global  smallpox 
eradication  campaign  (1958  to  1980); 
prevention  and  control  of  yaws,  endemic 
syphilis,  leprosy,  trachoma,  cholera  and  yellow 
fever  (1960's);  fertility  regulation  and  birth 
control  (1970's);  childhood  vaccination 
programs  (initiated  1974);  and  the  institution 
of  primary  health  care  of  all  national  health 
systems  (initiated  1978). 

Today,  the  WHO  is  the  world’s  largest  and 
most  influential  public  health  agency  with  an 
annual  budget  for  2018  to  2019  of  $4.4 
billion.  Slightly  more  than  2 1 .6  percent  ($956.9 
million)  of  the  WHO  budget  is  funded  by 
assessments  on  member  states  and  the 
remaining  is  funded  by  “voluntary 
contributions.” 

The  biggest  individual  programs  funded  by 
WHO  are  for  polio  eradication  vaccine 
campaigns  ($903  million);  vaccine  campaigns 
for  other  communicable  diseases  ($805 
million);  and  corporate  services/enabling 
functions  ($715.5  million). 


The  Bill  &  Melinda  Gates  Foundation  is  the 
largest  non-state  funder  of  the  WHO,  having 
donated  more  than  $2  billion  in  earmarked 
grants  to  the  international  health  agency  since  1998, 
and  is  the  second  largest  WHO  funder  overall  (after 
the  U.S.  government).  Because  Gates 
Foundation  grant  money  is  earmarked  for 
specific  programs,  such  as  vaccine  purchase, 
delivery  and  promotion,  the  Gates  Foundation 
significantly  influences  the  setting  of  WHO’s 
program  priorities. 
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VACCINES  BMOs  BIB  PHARMA 


CORRUPnON  BREED 


LACK  OF 
CONSCIENCE 


2010,  after  a  joint  investigation  by  the  British 
Medical  Journal  (BMJ)  in  collaboration  with 
the  London-based  Bureau  of  Investigative 
Journalism,  an  article  was  published  in  the 
BMJ  revealing  that  three  key  scientists  —  who 
influenced  the  WHO’s  decision  to  declare  a 
swine  flu  (H INI)  influenza  pandemic  in  2009 
and  recommend  that  all  countries  use  and 
stockpile  vaccines  and  pandemic  flu  drugs  — 
had  financial  ties  to  pharmaceutical  companies 
profiting  from  the  WHO  recommendations 
(GlaxoSmithKline  and  Roche). 

WHO  was  also  criticized  for  lack  of 
transparency  for  refusing  to  release  the 
identities  of  the  16  members  of  an  emergency 
committee  formed  in  2009  to  guide  pandemic 
policy. 


Currently,  the  top  10  U.N.  member  state  annual 
funders  of  WHO  are  the  governments  of  the 
U.S.  ($125  million);  Japan  ($49  million); 
China  ($40  million);  Germany  ($33  million); 
France  ($27  million);  United  Kingdom  of 
Great  Britain  and  Northern  Ireland  ($23 
million);  Brazil  ($19.5  million);  Italy  ($19 


The  2009  pandemic  HlNl  vaccine,  which  was 
rushed  to  market  to  address  a  WHO  declared 
pandemic  that  did  not  happen,  triggered  an 
autoimmune  reaction  in  more  than  1,300 
people  in  Europe  who  got  GSK’s  Pandemrix 
vaccine  and  left  them  with  narcolepsy,  an 
incurable  immune  mediated  neurological 
disorder. 
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Gavi,  the  Vaccine  Alliance  Marketing  Vaccines 
The  WHO  and  the  U.S.  government  are 
founding  partners  of  Gavi,  the  Vaccine 
Alliance.  In  2000,  the  Bill  and  Melinda  Gates 
Foundation  provided  $750  million  in  seed 
money  to  spearhead  the  creation  of  Gavi,  a 
public-private  partnership  and  multilateral 
funding  mechanism  involving  the  WHO, 
governments,  the  vaccine  industry,  the  World 
Bank,  philanthropic  foundations  and  civil 
society  groups  to  “improve  access  to  new  and 
underused  vaccines  for  children  living  in  the 
world’s  poorest  countries.” 

Of  the  more  than  $15  billion  raised  by  Gavi 
since  2000  to  vaccinate  the  world’s  children, 
U.S.  government  contributions  have  totaled 
$1.9  billion  or  12  percent  of  all  contributions 
received  by  Gavi.  The  United  Kingdom  has 
contributed  $2.2  billion  or  14  percent  of  Gavi’s 
total  contributions. 

The  single  biggest  funding  source  for  Gavi  is 
the  Gates  Foundation,  which  has  donated  more 
than  $3  billion  or  20  percent  of  Gavi’s  total 
income.  Between  2000  and  2013,  only  about 
10  percent  of  total  funding  provided  by  Gavi 
($862  million)  was  used  to  strengthen  health 
systems  in  developing  countries,  such  as 
improving  sanitation  and  nutrition,  while 
nearly  80  percent  was  used  to  purchase,  deliver 
and  promote  vaccines. 

Gavi  is  headquartered  in  Geneva  with  an  office 
in  Washington,  D.C.  that  carries  out  day-to-day 
operations,  and  one  of  Gavi’s  core  goals  is  to 
“shape  markets  for  vaccines  and  other 
immunization  products.” 

In  2008,  Gavi  announced  that  five  countries  — 
Italy,  Norway,  Canada,  the  UK  and  Russia  — 
had  joined  the  Gates  Foundation  to  pledge  $1.5 
billion  in  Advance  Market  Commitments 
(AMC)  to  accelerate  access  to  pneumococcal 
vaccines  with  donors  providing  up-front 
funding  commitments  to  support  vaccine 
purchase  and  speed  the  introduction  and  use  of 
vaccines  in  countries  partnering  with  Gavi. 

Currently,  the  AMC  incentivizes  vaccine 
manufacturers  to  sign  contracts  to  provide 
pneumococcal  vaccine  to  developing  countries 
at  lower  per  dose  prices  and  be  reimbursed  by 
Gavi  funds.  By  March  2015,  Pfizer  and 


GlaxoSmithKline  had  received  more  than  $1 
billion  from  Gavi’s  AMC  funds. 

CDC  officials  provide  Gavi  with  technical 
support  and  guidance.  In  2015,  the  U.S. 
Congress  pledged  to  appropriate  $  1  billion  to 
Gavi  that  was  spread  over  four  years  (2015  to 
2018). 

At  the  World  Health  Summit  in  Berlin  on 
October  16, 2018,  Gavi  CEO  Dr.  Seth  Berkley 
announced  that  1 1  heads  of  the  world’s  leading 
health  and  development  organizations  had 
signed  a  “landmark  commitment”  to  find  new 
ways  to  accelerate  achieving  goals  of  the 
United  Nation’s  Sustainable  Development 
Goals  created  in  2015. 


The  new  Global  Action  Plan  vaccine  marketing 
initiative  is  being  coordinated  by  the 
WHO.  Relating  Sustainable  Development 
Goals  to  vaccination  of  all  the  people  in  the 
world,  Gavi  states  that:- 

Immunization  protects  people  from  being 
forced  into  poverty  by  high  out-of-pocket 
expenses. 

Vaccines  protect  child  health  and  support 
cognitive  development,  allowing  children 
to  perform  better  at  school  and  have  more 
opportunities. 

Vaccinated  healthy  children  grow  into  a 
productive  workforce  and  become  strong 
contributors  to  the  economy,  and  healthy 
children  free  up  parents’  time  so  they  are 
able  to  work 

Vaccines  are  critical  to  building  people’s 
resilience  to  and  mitigating  the  risk  of 
disease  outbreaks  tied  to  climate  change. 
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Good  health  is  a  critical  determinant  of 
peace  and  well-being  in  a  society.  People- 
centred  health  systems  are  core  social 
institutions  in  every  country,  and 
immunization  is  often  the  first  point  of 
contact  between  these  systems  and  the 
population 

In  2016,  Berkley  and  other  Gavi  executives 
came  under  criticism  in  the  UK  for  taking 
excessively  high  salary  packages.  According 
to  an  investigative  news  report: 

“Seth  Berkley  has  taken  home  more  than  £2 
million  over  the  past  four  years  as  chief 
executive  officer  of  Global  Alliance  for 
Vaccines  and  Immunisation  (Gavi),  which  has 
been  given  £1.5  billion  by  Britain. 

Another  official  at  the  Geneva-based  group 
collects  a  pay  package  of  more  than  £500,000 
a  year.  Incredibly,  Dr.  Berkley  was  given  a 
housing  allowance  on  top  of  his  £623,370  pay 
package.” 

In  December  2018,  Berkley  told  CNN  that 
“while  measles  is  one  of  the  few  diseases  we 
could  potentially  eradicate,  that  will  never 
happen  if  wealthy  countries  like  the  United 
States  can’t  maintain  herd  immunity.  Because 
a  measles  case  anywhere  is  a  threat 
everywhere.” 

He  said  parents  in  the  U.S.  are  delaying  their 
children’s  vaccinations  “perhaps  because  they 
believe  in  immunization  but  are  worried  by 
some  of  the  anti-vaccine  scare  mongering.  This 
needs  to  stop.” 

Echoing  the  idea  that  parents  who  don’t  go 
along  with  the  vaccine  program  are  selfish,  he 
added,  “In  countries  like  the  United  States  we 
need  to  stop  thinking  about  vaccination  as 
something  you  only  do  to  protect  the  ones  you 
love,  and  instead  view  it  also  as  a  goodwill  act 
for  the  benefit  of  others.” 

According  to  the  CDC,  in  2017  to  2018 
“vaccination  coverage  among  kindergartners 
remained  high,”  with  94  percent  of  children 
having  received  two  doses  of  measles,  mumps 
and  rubella  (MMR)  vaccine;  four  or  five  doses 
of  diphtheria,  tetanus  and  pertussis  (DTaP) 
vaccine;  and  two  doses  of  varicella  zoster 
(chickenpox)  vaccine  (among  many  other 


vaccines  required  by  states  for  school 
attendance).  Only  2  percent  of  kindergartners 
had  an  exemption  from  one  or  more  state 
required  vaccines. 

The  Bill  and  Melinda  Gates 
Foundation’s  Marketing  of  Vaccines 


The  Gates  Foundation  was  established  in  2000 
by  Microsoft  Corporation  founder  Bill  Gates 
and  his  wife,  Melinda  (above). 

Headquartered  in  Seattle,  Washington,  the 
Gates  Foundation  is  the  largest  philanthropic 
foundation  in  the  world  with  a  $43.5  billion 
trust  that  makes  grant  payments  of  more  than 
$3  billion  annually  to  advance  the  foundation’s 
goals  for  reforming  education  systems,  such  as 
the  institution  of  Common  Core  curriculum  in 
all  U.S.  schools,  and  funding  public  health 
initiatives,  primarily  global  vaccination 
programs. 

A  major  goal  of  the  Gates  Foundation  is  to 
make  sure  every  child  in  the  world  is 
vaccinated.  Investor  businessman  Warren 
Buffet,  who  took  control  of  textile 
manufacturer  Berkshire  Hathaway,  Inc.  in 
1965  and  went  on  to  amass  a  personal  fortune 
of  more  than  $60  billion,  pledged  $3 1  billion 
and  became  a  co-director  of  Gates  Foundation 
in  2006. 

In  1998,  the  same  year  that  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Justice  filed  an  antitrust  lawsuit 
against  Microsoft  Corporation, 7 5  Bill  and 
Melinda  Gates  committed  $100  million  to 
create  the  Bill  &  Melinda  Gates  Children’s 
Vaccine  Program.  One  purpose  of  that  program 
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was  to  establish  an  international  eonsensus  on 
vaccine  use  recommendations: 

“Efforts  will  be  made  to  support  international 
conferences  and  the  development  and 
dissemination  of  strong  international  consensus 
statements  and  recommendations  for  the  use 
of  the  new  vaccines.” 

The  homepage  of  the  Gates  Foundation 
proclaims  ALL  LIVES  HAVE  EQUAL 
VALUE  and  states 

“We  believe  we  can  save  lives  by  delivering 
the  latest  in  science  and  technology  to  those 
with  the  greatest  needs.  We  work  with  partners 
to  provide  effective  vaccines,  drugs  and 
diagnostics  and  to  develop  innovative 
approaches  to  deliver  health  services  to  those 
who  need  it  most.  And  we  invest  heavily  in 
developing  new  vaccines  to  prevent  infectious 
diseases  that  impose  the  greatest  burden.” 

In  2016,  Global  Justice  Now  published  an 
investigative  report,  “Gated  Development:  Is 
the  Gates  Foundation  always  a  force  for  good?” 
Authors  were  critical  of  the  unchecked  political 
power  and  influence  on  global  health  programs 
and  agricultural  policies  of  Bill  Gates  and  the 
Bill  and  Melinda  Gates  Foundation  (BMGF): 

“To  say  that  the  BMGF  has  become  an 
important  actor  in  international  development 
would  be  an  understatement.  When  it  comes  to 
global  health  and  agriculture  policies,  two  of 
its  key  grant  areas,  the  BMGF  has  become 
probably  the  most  influential  actor  in  the  world. 


It  is  also  likely  that  Bill  Gates  (above),  who  has 
regular  access  to  world  leaders  and  is  in  effect 
personally  bankrolling  hundreds  of 
universities,  international  organizations,  NGOs 
and  media  outlets,  has  become  the  single  most 
influential  voice  in  international  development. 


But  the  BMGF’s  increasing  global  influence  is 
not  being  subjected  to  democratic  scrutiny. 
Unlike  governments,  which  are  formally 
accountable  to  their  electorates,  the  BMGF  is 
a  private  U.S.  foundation,  and  remains 
unaccountable  to  public  bodies  (except  for  tax 
reporting  purposes). 

Even  worse,  the  BMGF  appears  to  have  bought 
the  silence  of  academics,  NGOs  and  the  media 
who  might  otherwise  be  expected  to  criticize 
aspects  of  the  foundation’s  work.” 

Money  Makes  the  World  Go  Around 

Congress  appropriated  nearly  $90  billion  to  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services  in  2018,  and  the  biggest  line  item  in 
the  CDC’s  $  1 1  billion  budget  was  the  Vaccines 
for  Children  program  (VFC)  ($4.5  billion), 
which  was  created  by  Congress  in  1993. 

Under  the  VFC  program,  the  federal 
government  purchases  CDC  recommended 
vaccines  from  vaccine  manufacturers  to 
administer  to  children  who  are  on  Medicaid, 
are  uninsured  or  whose  health  insurance  plans 
do  not  fully  cover  CDC  recommended 
vaccines.  Hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  are 
additionally  allocated  in  the  HHS  budget  for 
vaccination  programs,  including  $700  million 
for  the  National  Centre  for  Immunization  and 
Respiratory  Diseases. 

One  of  the  most  politically  powerful  public- 
private  partnerships  in  the  world  today  is  the 
lucrative  one  that  has  been  forged  by  the 
pharmaceutical  industry  with  the 
government,  mainstream  media  and  wealthy 
philanthropic  foundations  with  political 
agendas. 

In  the  past  decade,  these  public-private 
partnerships  have  come  under  scrutiny  by 
public  policy  analysts.  In  2015,  authors  of  a 
special  report  published  by  the  Global  Policy 
Forum  observed: 

“However,  it  is  not  only  ‘big  business’  but  also 
‘big  philanthropy’  that  has  an  increasing 
influence  in  global  development  policy, 
particularly  large  philanthropic  foundations. 
The  scope  of  their  influence  in  both  past  and 
present  discourse  and  decision-making 
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processes  is  fiilly  equal,  and  in  some  cases  goes 
beyond  that  of  other  private  aetors. 

Through  the  sheer  size  of  their  grant-making, 
personal  networking  and  aetive  advoeacy,  large 
global  foundations,  most  notably  the 
Roekefeller  Foundation  and  the  Bill  &  Melinda 
Gates  Foundation  have  played  an  inereasingly 
active  role  in  shaping  the  agenda-setting  and 
funding  priorities  of  international  organizations 
and  governments.” 


^Melinda  i 

Gates 

For  example,  the  Gates  Foundation  has  given 
Johns  Hopkins  more  than  $100  million  in 
researeh  grants  sinee  2015,  including  for 
vaccine  development  and  promotion.  At  the 
same  time,  Johns  Hopkins  University  reeeives 
more  than  $2  billion  per  year  in  funding  from 
U.S.  government  agencies,  such  as  the  National 
Institutes  of  Health  (NIH)  and  the  National 
Science  Foundation  (NSF),  to  conduet 
research,  including  for  vaccine  development 
and  vaccine  use  promotion. 


ineluding  GlaxoSmithKline  (over  $50 
million);96  Merck  ($1.4  million);97  Pfizer 
($16.5  million);98  and  Sanofi  Pasteur  ($3.6 
million). 

Big  Media:  Under  the  Influence 

Mass  media  corporations  also  are  under  the 
influenee  of  Big  Pharma  and  Big  Philanthropy 
money.  For  example,  National  Public  Radio 
has  received  $20  million  in  grants  and 
Solutions  Journalism  Network  has  received  $4 
million  in  grants  from  the  Gates  Foundation. 
Recently,  Gates’  Microsoft  Corporation 
partnered  with  News  Guard  Technologies 
Ine.,102,103  a  new  eorporation  that  is  rating 
websites  and  online  publications  to  “fight  false 
news,  misinformation  and  disinformation.”. 

The  News  Guard  eorporation  is  also 
eollaborating  with  other  eorporations,  sueh  as 
Google,  107, 108  which  owns  over  90  pereent 
of  the  Internet  search  market.  One  of  the 
biggest  investors  in  News  Guard  is  Publicis, 
the  oldest  advertising  company  in  the  world 
and  the  third  largest  mass  eommunieations 
eompany  today. 

Publieis  is  paid  billions  of  dollars  by 
pharmaeeutieal  companies  to  market 
vaeeines.  ineluding  a  $1.5  billion  media 
eontract  with  GlaxoSmithKline.  PDI,  a 
Publieis  health  company,  states: 


The  National  Institutes  of  Health  (NIH)  and 
other  federal  health  agencies  give  millions  of 
dollars  in  taxpayer  dollars  to  academic 
institutions  and  vaccine  manufaeturers  to 
improve  vaceine  teehnology,  find  new 
lucrative  vaccine  markets  and  boost  vaecine 
marketability.  The  U.S.  government  also 
partners  with  the  Gates  Foundation  to  develop 
and  promote  vaceine  use. 

For  example,  in  2013,  the  CDC  Foundation 
received  three  grants  totaling  $13.5  million 
from  the  Gates  Foundation  to  globally 
“advanee  the  implementation”  of  meningitis 
and  rotavirus  vaceine  programs. 

The  Centres  for  Disease  Control  and  the  CDC 
Foundation  have  received  more  than  $167 
million  from  the  Gates  Foundation.  Vaecine 
manufacturers  have  also  received  millions  of 
dollars  in  grants  from  the  Gates  Foundation, 


“Vaccination  coverage  in  the  United  State  is 
high,  but  in  the  faee  of  the  resurgence  of 
vaccine-preventable  diseases  such  as  pertussis 
and  measles,  the  existing  gaps  in  the 
vaccination  coverage  of  the  U.S.  population 
have  become  worrisome. 

Gaps  exist  beeause  not  every  patient  who  needs 
a  vaccination  gets  it  at  the  reeommended  age. 
Moreover,  the  reeommendations  for  new 
vaccines,  ineluding  vaeeines  for  influenza  and 
human  papillomavirus  (HPV),  have  been 
expanded— 

PDFs  field-based  medical  sales  representatives 
and  inside  medical  sales  representatives  from 
our  health  care  contaet  eentre  ean  inerease 
adoption  of  vaeeines  by  responding  to 

questions  and  eoncems - To  increase 

immunization  rates,  we  must  build  sustainable 
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systems  for  vaccination  within  the  context  of 
a  changing  health  care  system. 

Here  [are]  some  recommended  steps  toward 
achieving  this  goal:  assessment  of  the  actual 
vaccination  rate  in  a  provider’s  practice; 
consistently  making  recommendations  for 
timely  vaccinations  to  both  the  parents  of 
paediatric  patients  and  adult  patients;  standing 
orders  for  non-physician  personnel  to  carry  out 
vaccinations  at  the  scheduled  time  without 
physician  involvement;  educating  physicians 
on  emerging  research  of  vaccine  risks  and  on 
how  to  interact  with  parents  who  are  concerned 
about  the  detrimental  effects  of  the  MMR  and 
HPV  vaccines;  and  educating  physicians  about 
state-sponsored  and  other  programs  that  can 
help  patients  overcome  financial  barriers  to 
vaccination.” 

It  is  clear  that  mass  media  communication 
today  is  being  controlled  by  corporations 
financially  tied  to  pharmaceutical  companies 
and  influenced  by  powerful  political 
institutions  in  society.  It  goes  a  long  way  to 
explaining  why  mainstream  media  outlets  have 
been  nearly  united  in  attacking  parents  and 
physicians  who  defend  the  ethical  principle  of 
informed  consent,  including  informed  consent 
to  vaccination,  and  are  calling  for  vaccine 
exemptions  to  be  severely  restricted  or 
eliminated. 

The  five  largest  companies  in  the  world  today 
are  Apple,  Google,  Microsoft,  Amazon  and 
Facebook. 

These  and  other  technology  corporations 
dominate  online  communications  and  sales  and 
are  positioned  to  join  together  to  aggressively 
market  vaccines  and  promote  “no  exceptions” 
vaccine  use  policies  endorsed  by  the  WHO  and 
governments. 

The  threat  to  autonomy  and  freedom  of  thought 
and  speech  posed  by  these  companies, 
especially  in  censoring  online  public 
conversations  about  vaccination  and  health,  is 
considerable. 

The  People  Are  Not  Represented 

Today,  everybody  knows  somebody  who  was 
healthy,  got  vaccinated  and  was  never  healthy 


again.  The  people  whose  lives  are  being 
impacted  by  business  deals  between 
governments.  Big  Pharma  and  Big 
Philanthropy  increasingly  are  being 
marginalized  in  the  top-down  public  policy 
making  process  by  wealthy  and  powerful 
institutions  in  society  financing  the  global 
multibillion-dollar  vaccine  industry. 

This  is  evident  when  the  people  raise  their 
voices  to  ask  for  better  vaccine  science  and 
more  humane  public  health  policies  and  are 
demonised,  discriminated  against  and  punished 
by  those  in  control  of  those  wealthy  and 
powerful  institutions. 

A  system  that  will  not  bend  will  break.  The 
responsibility  for  the  crisis  of  trust  in  the  global 
vaccination  system  lies  squarely  at  the  feet  of 
those  who  operate  the  system  and  refuse  to 
acknowledge  the  suffering  of  the  people 
harmed  by  vaccines. 

The  End  OS23017 
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The  Treaty  Of  1213— The  Magna  Charta  1215  And 
The  Secret  Treaty  Of  Verona  1822 
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WHAT  ABOUT  THE  MAGNA  CARTA  ? 

IS  IT  LINKED  TO  THE  VATICAN? 
PART  OF  THE  BEGINNING  TO  ’TOTAL’ 
’’SECRET  SOCIETIES  COVENANT" 


treaty,  King  John  ratified  his  surrender  of  his 
kingdoms  to  the  Pope,  as  Vicar  of  Christ  who 
claimed  ownership  of  everything  and  everyone 
on  earth  as  tradition. 

Question  1.  Where  in  the  Bible  did  Jesus 
give  any  man  this  kind  of  power  over  all 
men  and  land?  He  didn't.  He  did  not  create 
a  religion  nor  did  he  create  the  office  of  Pope. 

Question  2.  Can  you  have  a  third  party 
break  a  contract  between  you  and  another 
person  under  duress..?  Don't  those  of  you 
who  are  forced  into  a  contract  reserve  all 
your  rights  under  modem  UCC  1-207  and 
claim  UCC  1-103?. 


Once  upon  a  time  before  the  year  1066  the 
people  of  England  held  Allodial  title  to  their 
land.  Not  even  the  king  could  take  the  land  for 
not  paying  a  tithe.  William  the  Conquer  came  in 
1066  and  stole  the  Kings  Title  and  took  the  land 
of  the  people.  From  William  I,  1066,  to  King 
John,  1199,  England  was  in  dire  straits.  It  was 
bankrupt. 

The  King  invoked  the  Law  of  Mortmain,  the 
dead  man's  hand,  so  people  couldn't  pass  their 
land  on  to  the  church  or  anyone  else  without  the 
King's  permission,  (modem  day  probate?). 
Without  Mortmain  the  King  would  lose  the  land 
he  controlled.  The  Vatican  didn't  like  that 
because  the  King  owed  a  lot  of  pounds  to  the 
Vatican.  (WHY?).  King  John  refused  to  accept 
The  Vatican's  representative,  Stephen  Langton, 
whom  Pope  Innocent  III  installed  to  mie  England 
(religious  or  in  fact?)  In  1208  England  was 
placed  under  Papal  interdict(?).  Interdict  means 
a  prohibition.) 

King  John  was  excommunicated  and  in  trying  to 
regain  his  stature  he  groveled  before  the  Pope 
and  returned  the  title  to  his  kingdoms  of  England 
and  Ireland  to  the  Pope  as  vassals,  and  swore 
submission  and  loyalty  to  him.  King  John 
accepted  Langton  as  Archbishop  of  Canterbury, 
and  offered  the  Pope  a  vassal's  bond  of  fealty 
and  homage.  Two  months  later,  in  July  of  1213, 
King  John  was  absolved  of  excommunication, 
at  Winchester,  by  the  returned  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury,  Langton.  On  October  3,  1213,  by 


The  contract  (treaty  of  1213)  was  between  two 
parties.  Now  the  Barons  of  England  would  not 
put  up  with  being  slaves  any  more  so  they  took 
to  the  sword  and  made  King  John  sign  the  Magna 
Charta.  So  doesn't  this  act  of  the  Barons  violate 
the  principle  of  natural  law,  when  they  created 
the  Magna  Carta,  as  having  no  force  and  effect 
upon  a  contract  between  two  parties?  Well  Pope 
Innocent  III,  the  other  contracting  party  thought 
so,  for  he  declared  the  Magna  Carta  to  be 
unlawful  and  unjust  as  it  is  base  and  shameful. 

Whereby  the  Apostolic  See  is  brought  into 
contempt,  the  Royal  Prerogative  diminished,  the 
English  outraged,  and  the  whole  enterprise  of  the 
Cmsade  greatly  imperilled."  Quoted  from  G  R 
C.  Davis:  Magna  Carta.  Trastee  of  the  British 
Museum.  London.  1965. 

The  Pope,  in  order  to  introduce  strife  in  England 
and  Ireland  that  would  help  him,  used  Jesus 
teachings  to  his  advantage  that  is  verified  in  the 
Gospels  by  two  of  His  Apostles.  So  St.  Levy 
(Mark  2:14;  Luke  5:27),  alias  Matthew,  cites 
Jesus  at  Matthew  10:34-36  and  Luke  12:49, 
51-3.  Nothing  reveals  the  antithesis  of 
government  and  religion  more  clearly  than  these 
facts. 

Question  3.  What  did  the  contract  of  1213 

A.D.  create?  A  TRUST  or  CONTRACT. 

Only  the  two  parties,  the  King's  heirs  and  the 

Pope,  can  break  the  contract.  For  the  Tmst 
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/Contract  cannot  be  broken  as  long  as  there 
are  heirs  to  both  sides  of  the  contract. 

At  this  time  in  history  we  now  know  who 
controlled  the  Kings  of  England  and  the  land  of 
the  world.  For  Now  we  have  the  Pope  claiming 
the  whole  Western  Hemisphere  besides  Europe. 
The  Holy  See  of  Antioch  ruled  all  the  easterly 
side  and  the  Holy  See  of  Alexandria  ruled  the 
western  side,  so  there  was  a  conflict. 

So,  on  with  the  story.  The  King's  explorers  had 
come  to  America  to  claim  dominion  over  land 
by  deceiving  and  murdering  the  natives,  the 
American  Indians.  The  King  operated  under  the 
treaty  of  1213  and  everything  was  going  along 
okay  until  the  1770's  when  the  bunch  of  rogues 
called  the  "Founding  Fathers"  decided  they 
wanted  the  benefits  but  not  pay  the  taxes  to  the 
King.  They,  being  lawyers,  and  professional 
educated  men,  didn't  know  they  were  still  under 
the  Pope's  control?  Their  lies  and 
fraud  now  would  affect  the 
American  colonies  and  the  people 
who  lived  on  the  land. 

Those  common  people  who 
fought  in  the  American 
Revolution  were  unaware  that  the 
1213  treaty  still  ruled  despite  the 
fact  they  THOUGHT  the  Magna 
Carta  was  a  viable  piece  of 
work.(4)  The  Declaration  of 
Rights  in  1689  declared  the 
Rights  of  the  British  subjects  in 
England.  At  the  end  of  the 
English  Declaration  it  stated  at 
Section  III "  ...that  should  any  of  the  Rights  just 
mentioned  be  in  violation  of  the  HOLY 
ALLIANCE  (1213  Treaty),  ...it  is  as  if  this 
Declaration  was  never  written". 

So  we  know  that  the  English  Declaration  didn't 
fly,  so  what  makes  you  think  the  1774 
Declaration  of  Rights  in  this  British  Colony 
would  work.  Weren't  these  people  doing  the 
same  thing  as  the  Barons  did  in  1215  AD.  to 
King  John?  A  contract  is  a  contract.  Look  at 
Article  1,  Section  10,  Clause  1  of  the  U.S. 
Constitution.  Can  anyone  obligate  a  contract? 
Were  the  "founding  fathers"  trying  to  obligate  a 
contract  between  two  parties  that  still  have  heirs 
living  today? 

Question  4.  How  important  is  the  "ultimate 
benefactor",  the  Pope,  The  HOLY  SEE,  in  the 


scheme  of  things?  Move  through  history  till 
modem  times  and  pull  Public  Law  88-244, 
which  follows  Public  Law  88-243  -  the 
institution  of  the  law-  merchants  Uniform 
Commercial  Code.  Are  you  shocked  that  the 
Pope  is  listed  in  this  Public  Law? 

Doesn't  the  United  States  have  an  ambassador  in 
the  Vatican?  Why?  Is  it  a  government  like  all 
other  nations  such  as  France,  Japan,  Spain  or 
Brazil?  The  Vatican  mns  the  world,  it  controls 
the  British  Crown.  Is  it  any  wonder  they  separate 
man's  Church  and  government?  They  don't  talk 
about  the  Lord  Almighty's  Church  (government) 
do  they.(5)  "Organized  churches"  are  given 
special  tax  privileges  because  the  Vatican 
dictates  to  the  sixty  United  States  tmstees 
through  the  bust  document,  the  U.S.  Constitution 
created  by  the  1783  treaty  between  the  King, 
front  man  for  the  Vatican,  and  Adams,  Hartly, 
Laurens,  &  Franklin  who  were 
operating  for  the  King  and  not  the 
people  of  America.  Look  at  Article 
VI  of  the  Constitution  for  the 
United  States  for  your  answer  as 
stated  in  the  "New  History  of 
America".  (6) 

You  see  we  are  still  under  the  Pope 
who  mles  over  all  nations  as  he 
declared  he  did  back  in  1213.  The 
1783  Treaty  did  say  in  the  opening 
statement  quoted  exactly  as  it 
appears  in  olde  English; 

"It  having  pleafed  the  Divine 
Providence  to  difpofe  the  hearts 
of  the  Moft  Serene  and  Moft  Porent  Prince, 
George  the  Third,  by  the  grace  of  God, 
King  of  the  Great  Britain,  France  and 
Ireland,  Defender,  of  the  Faith,  Duke  of 
Bmnfwick  and  Laurenberg,  Arch-Treafurer 
and  PRINCE  ELECTOR  OF  THE  HOLY 
ROMAN  EMPIRE,  &  C.  AND  OF  THE 

UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA - " 

(Emphasis  added  in  caps). 

Did  you  catch  the  last  few  words?  This  is  from 
a  King  (man)  who  can  supposedly  make  no  claim 
over  the  United  States  of  America  because  he 
was  defeated?  The  King  claims  God  gave  him 
the  almighty  power  to  say  that  no  man  can  ever 
own  property  because  it,  "goes  against  the  tenets 
of  his  church,  the  Vatican/Holy  Roman  Empire, 
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because  the  King  is  the  "Elector  of  the  Holy  adopt  all  proper  measures  to  suppress  it,  not  only 
Roman  Empire’"  in  their  own  state  but  also  in  the  rest  of  Europe. 


What  about  the  Secret  Treaty  of  Verona,  made 
the  22nd  of  November,  1 822,  which  shows  the 
power  of  the  Pope  and  the  Vatican's  interest  in 
the  US  Republic. 

Here  is  part  of  The  Secret  Treaty  of  Verona.  "The 
undersigned  specially  authorized  to  make  some 
additions  to  the  treaty  of  the  Holy  Alliance,  after 
having  exchanged  their  respective  credentials, 
have  agreed  as  follows 

ARTICLE  I.  The  high  contracting  powers  being 
convinced  that  the  system  of  representative 
government  is  equally  as  incompatible  with  the 
monarchial  principles  as  the  maxim  of  the 
sovereignty  of  the  people  with  the  divine  right, 
engage  mutually,  in  the  most  solemn  manner  to 
use  all  their  efforts  to  put  an  end  to  the  system 
of  representative  governments,  in  what  ever 
country  it  may  exist  in  Europe,  and  to  prevent 
its  being  introduced  in  those  countries  where  it 
is  not  yet  known. 

ARTICLE  2.  As  it  cannot  be  doubted  that  the 
liberty  of  the  press  is  the  most  powerful  means 
used  by  the  pretended  supporters  of  the  rights  of 
nations  to  the  detriment  of  those  of  princes,  the 
high  contracting  parties  promise  reciprocally  to 


ARTICLE  3.  Convinced  that  the  principles  of 
religion  contribute  most  powerfully  to  keep 
nations  in  the  state  of  passive  obedience  which 
they  owe  to  their  princes,  the  high  contracting 
parties  declare  it  to  be  their  intention  to  sustain 
in  their  respective  states,  those  measures  which 
the  clergy  may  adopt  with  the  aim  of 
ameliorating  their  own  interests,  so  intimately 
connected  with  the  preservation  of  the  authority 
of  the  princes;  and  the  contracting  powers  join 
in  offering  their  thanks  to  the  Pope  for  what  he 
has  already  done  for  them,  and  solicit  his 
constant  cooperation  in  their  views  of  submitting 
the  nations." 

Do  we  have  a  false  God  before  us  and  worship 
him  and  his  church  instead  of  the  real  Lord,  Jesus 
and  his  government.  The  divine  right  of  kings 
exists  in  Clinton  and  every  Governor  of  the  states 
in  corporate  Union.  Well  let  me  go  on  record  and 
say  that  the  Lord  gave  me  the  same  right  as  the 
Pope  claims  was  given  to  him.  Am  I  not  a 
Steward  upon  the  land  of  the  Lord  as  a  mere 
sojourner,  the  same  as  the  Pope?  Are  not  you 
also  a  Steward? 

To  Be  Continued  OS23018 


Prehistoric  London  Its  Mounds  And  Circles 

By  E.  O.  Gordon  (  Published  1946  ) 

Part  3 


IN  1901  a  thorough  investigation  of 
Stonehenge  took  place  in  order  to  raise  the 
Great  Trilithon  that  had  fallen  on  the  last 
night  of  the  last  century.  On  excavating  the  base 
to  re-fix  it  in  cement,  stone  chippings  and  some 
flint  hammers  were  found  (now  in  Devises 
Museum)  with  which  it  was  supposed  the  tenons 
of  the  Sarsens  had  been  shaped,  verifying  the 
tradition  that  the  Druids  used  only  instruments 
of  flint  in  the  cuttings  for  religious  purposes  to 
guard  against  the  making  of  Idols  (Dent,  xxvii. 
5-6;  1  Kings  vi.  7;  Joshua  viii.  31). 


Stone  Hammers  Found  at 
Stonehenge 


The  first  Colonizers  arrived,  on  our  shores 
“When  England  no  longer  formed  part  of  the 
-Continent,  but  had  assumed  its  present  physical 
aspect,  its  present  fauna  and  flora.”  This  fact  we 
learn  from  labels  in  the  cases  containing  the 
weapons,  pottery,  and  personal  ornaments  of  the 
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people  who  lived  in  the  Stone,  Bronze  and  Iron 
Ages,  in  the  British  Antiquities  Department  of 
the  British  Museum. 

The  route  of  the  Kymry  may  be  traced  by  the 
names  of  the  countries  through  which  they 
passed,  the  Crimea  and  the  Chersonese; 
according  to  Dr.  Lightfoot,  the  Galatians  retained 
many  traits  in  common  with  the  Kymric  branch 
of  the  Keltic  race,  and  though  the  population  of 
Galatia  was  very  mixed,  the  characteristic 
vitality  of  the  Kelts  maintained  the  prominence 
of  the  race.  Though  Greek  became  eventually 
the  language  of  the  towns,  the  dialect  of  the 
country-people  was  almost  identical  with  that  of 
the  Treveri — the  people  of  Trier  or  Treves, 
founded  in  the  time  of  Abraham  by  Trebeta,  the 
son  of  Ninus,  King  of  Assyria,  1300  years  before 
Rome. 

But  before  inquiring  into  the  history  of  the 
coming  of  the  Kymry  in  the  Neolithic  or  new' 
stone  age,  it  will  add  to  the  interest  of  our  story, 
first  to  glance  at  the  remains  of  the  still  older 
civilization  of  the  Palaeolithic  or  most  ancient 
stone  age,  when  Britain  formed  part  of  the 
continent  of  Europe,  and  elephants,  lions,  hyenas 
and  bears,  roamed  the  vast  forests  which  then 
covered  it. 


In  his  Early  Man  in  Britain  Boyd  Dawkins 
(above)  states  that  the  civilization  of  these  River 
drift  and  Cavemen  may  be  compared  to  that  of 
the  Bushmen  of  Australia.  The  great  “Ice  Age” 
swept  away  all  traces  of  the  existence  of  these 
Aborigines,  except  those  rude  remains  that  have 
been  brought  to  light  by  the  Geologist.  Some 
interesting  specimens  of  human  remains. 


together  with  those  of  wild  animals,  found  in 
caves  in  England  and  on  the  Continent,  may  be 
seen  in  the  Geological  Gallery  of  the  Natural 
History  Museum  in  the  wall-case  on  the  right  as 
you  enter. 

Professor  Woodward  has  kindly  allowed  a 
photograph  to  be  taken  of  a  specimen  of  a  human 
skull  discovered  embedded  in  the  stalagmite 
floor  of  a  cave.  In  the  centre  of  the  gallery  should 
be  noticed  the  head  of  a  mammoth  with  tusks  7 
feet  in  length,  found  at  Ilford,  a  district  at  one 
time  covered  with  vast  forest,  but  now  a  suburb, 
within  half  an  hour’s  journey  of  the  city.  In  pier- 
case  No.  8,  near  to  this  old  inhabitant  of  the 
neighbourhood,  is  the  skull  of  a  British  lion, 
possibly  a  contemporary  of  the  mammoth. 

A  map  in  the  British  Antiquities  Department  in 
the  British  Museum  shows  where  the  footprints 
of  the  primitive  race  have  been  discovered  on 
the  banks  of  the  Thames  and  other  rivers.  In  the 
gallery  are  to  be  seen  specimens  of  their  rough 
unpolished  stone  implements,  and  standing 
between  models  of  the  Druidic  circles  of  Arbor 
Low,  and  Stonehenge,  is  a  portion  of  the  floor 
of  a  cave-dwelling  showing  human  remains 
mingled  with  those  of  wild  animals. 

No  greater  contrast  could  well  have  been  devised 
that  would  enable  us  to  realise  the  low-  grade  of 
the  conditions  of  life  without  any  religion  (so  far 
as  we  know)  and  the  elevating  influence  of  a 
knowledge  of  the  True  God,  the  Light  and  Life 
of  the  world.  This  knowledge  inspired  the  first 
Colonists  to  erect  their  “Bethels”  wherever  they 
settled,  a  consecrated  “place  of  assembly,” 
having  no  enclosing  walls  or  overarching  roof, 
but  a  spot  set  apart  for  the  worship  of  the  Most 
High,  whose  Presence  the  Ancients  believed 
permeated  all  natural  objects. 

The  footprints  of  these  first  settlers  have  been 
traced  by  the  remains  of  their  religious 
monuments  (circles  and  mounds),  from  the 
district  north  of  the  Persian  Gulf,  along  the  trade 
route  of  the  Phoenicians,  to  the  shores  of  the 
Mediterranean.  These  material  remains,  when 
taken  in  connection  with  a  remarkable  affinity 
in  language,  the  discoveries  of  modem  travellers 
and  the  testimony  of  national  traditions,  proof 
that  the  original  colonists  came  from  Accad[4], 
or  Accadia,  the  Southern  Province  of  Babylonia. 
They  brought  with  them  their  primitive 
religion, — “the  first  wave  of  the  Aryan  family  to 
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overspread  Europe  before  Greeks  or  Romans 
were  heard  of.” 

The  earliest  recorded  history  of  the  British  race 
takes  us  to  Central  Asia,  the  fertile  district 
watered  by  the  Tigris  and  Euphrates,  lying 
between  Mount  Ararat  on  the  north  and  the 
Persian  Gulf  on  the  south.  To  this  country  of  the 
ancient  Chaldees  the  earliest  settlers  in  Britain 
trace  their  origin. 

The  Kymry  or  Kimbri  are  the  Welsh  branch  of 
the  ancient  Keltic  people. 

National  traditions  maintain  that  the  Kymry 
possessed  from  the  earliest  period  of  their 
existence  a  knowledge  of  the  true  God,  and 
embodied  it  into  their  theological  code  as  one  of 
the  fundamental  doctrines  of  Druidism.  This 
Keltic  literature  consists  of  “The  Historic  Triads 
of  the  Island  of  Britain,”  three  hundred  in 
number  (of  which  only  one  hundred  and  sixty 
are  extant).  Bardic  Poems,  and  various  fragments 
of  Druidic  Philosophy. 

Like  the  Sacred  Vedas  of  India  the  Triads  were 
handed  down  by  oral  tradition.  Not  until  the  sixth 
century  were  they  written  down  by  the  Bards  of 
King  Arthur’s  Court,  Taliesin  and  Llywarch 
Hen,  when  the  British  king  re-organized  the  “Old 
Order”  on  Christian  lines  and  drew  up  his  rules 
of  the  Round  Table  on  the  Druidic  principles  of 
patriotism  and  self-sacrifice  in  the  cause  of  King 
and  Country. 

In  the  national  Triads  of  Wales,  which  are, 
according  to  Matthew  Arnold  and  Max  Muller, 
the  “oldest  literature  in  the  oldest  living  language 
in  Europe,”  the  eastern  origin  of  the  British  race 
is  stated 

“A  numerous  race,  fierce  they  were  called, 
First  colonized  thee,  Britain,  chief  of  Islea, 
Men  of  the  country  of  Asia,  the  country  of 
Gafis. 

Said  to  have  been  a  skilful  people,  but  the 
district  Is  unknown 
Which  was  mother  to  these  warlike 
adventurers  on  the  sea. 

Clad  in  their  long  dross,  who  could  equal 
them? 

Their  skill  is  celebrated,  they  were  the  dread 
of  Europe." 


It  is  not  known  exactly  where  Gafis  is,  but  from 
Layard’s  discoveries,  and  Sayee’s  reading  of  the 
elay  tablets  from  the  Babylonian  Library  where 
he  finds  a  similar  form  of  Monarchieal  and 
Constitutional  Government  to  that  in  early 
Britain,  there  seems  every  reason  for  thinking  it 
was  in  this  part  of  the  world. 

As  we  have  already  mentioned,  Sayee  points  out 
yet  one  other  bond  of  union  between  ancient 
Chaldea  and  Britain,  in  the  faet  that  in  Babylonia 
and  Persia,  as  in  Britain,  no  ruins  of  palaees  or 
dwellings  are  found;  magnifieent  remains  of 
Temples,  only,  testify  to  the  importanee  the 
people  of  these  countries  attached  to  their 
religious  worship.  It  is  only  in  the  later 
eivilization  of  Assyria  that  we  find  the  grandeur 
of  the  palaees  far  exceeds  that  of  the  Temples. 


At  Nineveh  the  Royal  Library  was  kept  in  the 
Palaee,  and  not,  as  at  Babylon,  in  the  Temple.  It 
is  of  no  little  interest  that  the  aneient  Libraries 
of  the  Kings  of  Babylon  and  Nineveh  are  now 
preserved  in  the  British  Museum.  From  these 
imperishable  records  inscribed  on  clay  tablets 
Sayee  has  diseovered  that  the  “Aeeadian  Law 
did  not  differ  mueh  from  our  own.”  He  finds  here 
an  ancient  form  of  Monarchical  and 
Constitutional  Government  similar  to  that  which 
existed  in  Britain  for  many  eenturies  before  the 
Christian  Era,  an  organized  rule  which  in 
primitive  times  was  shared  by  no  other  European 
eountry. 

Preeedents  and  previous  decisions  seem  to  have 
been  held  in  as  high  esteem  as  among  our  own 
lawyers.  The  king  was  the  supreme  eourt  of 
appeal,  and  copies  exist  of  private  petitions 
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preferred  to  him  on  a  variety  of  matters.  Judges 
were  appointed  under  the  king  and  prisons  were 
established  in  the  towns.  An  old  Babylonian 
code  of  moral  precepts  addressed  to  princes 
denounced  the  ruler  “who  listens  to  the  evil 
advice  of  his  courtiers  and  does  not  deliver 
judgment  according  to  the  law-book.” 

Another  Code  which  goes  back  to  the  Accadian 
epoch,  3800  B.C.,  contains  an  express  enactment 
for  protecting  the  slave  against  his  master.  May 
not  this  be  the  seed  of  imperishable  human 
thought  which,  lying  dormant  for  centuries,  lived 
again  in  the  spiritual  activities  of  Wilberforce, 
Livingstone  and  Gordon,  the  three  saintly  men 
to  whom  the  world  owes  the  suppression  of  the 
slave  trade. 

The  status  of  women  is  another  link  between 
Accad  and  our  own  country.  Britain  has  always 
been  a  country  where  the  Salic  law  is  not  in 
force,  and  the  exceptional  reverence  and  honour 
shown  to  women  in  all  classes  of  society  in  all 
periods  of  our  history,  Sayce  traces  back  to  the 
ancient  Accadian  law  which  assigned  a  position 
to  woman  that  made  her  the  equal  of  man:  in  fact, 
he  tells  us,  she  ranked  before  her  husband  in 
matters  relative  to  the  family. 

An  interesting  article  by  Hall  Caine  appeared  in 
the  Daily  Chronicle  (March  14,  1910)  on  the 
subject  of  the  “Women’s  Charter,”  introduced 
into  Parliament  by  Sir  Charles  Maclaren,  now 
Lord  Aberconway. 

In  this  article  he  states  that  by  Manx  law  the 
woman  is  to  all  intents  and  purposes  the  equal 
of  the  man.  “The  rights  of  the  family  in  a  man’s 
property  are  most  powerfully  expressed  in  the 
person  of  his  wife,  without  whose  sanction  his 
estate  may  not  be  disposed  of  by  will  or  deed, 
and  may  not  be  encumbered  save  subject  to  her 
widow  rights  should  she  survive  him —  “Thus 
the  co-ownership  of  the  wife  with  the  husband 
is  implied  in  Manx  law  down  to  the  present  day.” 
Here  appears  a  veritable  survival  in  the  Isle  of 
Man  of  the  Ancient  British  and  Accadian  Law. 

Other  signs  of  kinship  between  Central  Asia  and 
these  Islands  of  the  West  may  be  observed  on 
the  Nineveh  sculptures,  now  within  reach  of  the 
humblest  student  in  the  British  Museum.  On  one 
of  these  marbles  from  Sennacherib’s  Palace  a 
triumphal  procession  is  depicted  in  honour  of  a 
victory  (not  a  religious  procession).  The 


minstrels  carry  small  harps;  these.  Sir  Henry 
Layard  used  to  take  pleasure  in  pointing  out, 
were  the  original  of  the  small  Welsh  harps  used 
by  the  Keltic  bards  from  the  time  that  they  were 
first  established  (1000  B.C.)  to  the  present  day. 

A  form  of  the  Scottish  bagpipes  may  also  be  seen 
on  these  Assyrian  marbles,  together  with  the 
original  of  the  British  war-chariots  peculiar  to 
our  island.  With  4,000  war-chariots 
Cassivellaunus  repulsed  the  Romans,  55  B.C.  In 
one  of  the  finest  monuments  in  London  on 
Westminster  Bridge,  Thomey  croft  has 
represented  Boadicea  in  her  war-chariot,  which 
only  differs  from  the  Assyrian  model  by  the 
blades  fixed  in  the  wheels. 


Avbury  Wiltshire  UK 

It  has  been  a  wonder  to  many  how  the  gigantic 
un-hewn  rocks,  weighing  70  or  80  tons, 
employed  in  the  construction  of  the  Circles  of 
Avbury  and  Stonehenge,  were  moved  and  fixed 
in  their  respective  positions.  The  method  is  made 
clear  when  we  see  here  depicted  the  removal  of 
one  of  the  winged  bulls  of  Sennacherib’s  palace- 
gate,  by  the  simple  process  of  rollers,  ropes, 
unlimited  amount  of  human  labour,  and  a  lever. 
But  there  is  a  most  important  and  significant 
difference  to  be  noticed  between  Assyrian 
marbles  and  the  stones  which  form  the  British 
circles.  Whereas  the  former  are  covered  with 
carving  and  inscriptions,  the  megalithic  remains 
in  Britain  are  un-inscribed  and  unwrought 
(Exod.  XX.  25). 

Another  link  with  Assyria  is  mentioned  by  the 
late  Dr.  Collins,  Bishop  of  Gibraltar,  which  tends 
to  confirm  the  Eastern  origin  of  our  prehistoric 
forefathers.  In  October,  1907,  when  on  his  long 
and  difficult  journey  as  the  bearer  of  a  letter  from 
the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  to  the  Catholicus 
or  Patriarch  of  the  Assyrian  Church,  he  came 
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across  a  Kurdish  village  in  the  district  of  Ararat 
which  reminded  him  of  the  numerous  hut-circles 
still  existing  in  all  parts  of  Britain,  but  more 
especially  in  Cornwall.  With  the  latter  the 
Bishop  was  evidently  acquainted,  otherwise  he 
would  hardly  have  made  the  following  entry  in 
his  diary: — 


Treryn 


The  village  is  like  a  large  burrow  or  warren, 
consisting  of  a  series  of  earthen  mounds  of  large 
size,  some  with  solid  roofs  that  can  be  walked 
on,  others  that  the  owners  anxiously  warn  one 
off.  The  whole  thing  strongly  suggests  the 
underground  dwellings  at  Chysauster  or  Treryn 
in  the  Land’s  End  district. 

It  is,  however,  only  within  the  last  century,  that 
fresh  light  has  been  thrown  upon  the  religion  and 
civilization  of  Ancient  Britain,  from  the  affinity 
that  has  been  found  to  exist  between  our  own 
and  Eastern  languages. 

Dean  Alford  and  Max  Muller  point  out  that  the 
majority  of  our  words  are  of  Celtic,  Phoenician, 
Hebrew,  Arabic  and  Persian  origin,  and  that 
many  place-names,  rivers  more  especially,  are 
derived  from  the  Sanskrit.  The  name  of  the  river 
“Avon,”  for  instance,  that  forms  the  eastern 
boundary  of  the  vast  prehistoric  cemetery  on  the 
Wiltshire  Downs,  comes  from  the  Sanskrit  root 
“Av,”  which  signifies  “water,”  “on”  being 
expressive  of  distinct  unity,  so  “Avon”  means 
literally  “a  river.” 

In  South  Wiltshire  we  find  three  rivers,  the 
Wyly,  the  Nadder  and  the  Ebel,  whose  names, 
derived  from  the  Sanskrit,  are  further  convincing 
proofs  of  the  early  Eastern  occupation.  From  the 
name  “Wyly”  we  have  “Wilton,”  the  ancient 
capital  of  the  County  itself 


The  Welsh  word  “gwili”  means  “full  of  turns — 
winding,”  and  the  root  of  the  word  is  to  be  found 
in  “gwy,”  which  signifies  a  flow  or  flood. 
Between  Wilton  and  Salisbury,  the  Wyly 
receives  the  waters  of  the  river  Nadder.  A  natural 
derivation  of  the  word  Nadder  would  seem  to  be 
from  the  Welsh  “Neidr,”  which  means  a  snake 
or  adder.  Philologists  derive  this  word  from  the 
Welsh  “Nad,”  a  shrill  noise,  or  from  “Nad-er,” 
to  utter  a  shrill  cry. 


The  River  Nadder  Salisbury 


There  is  in  Sanskrit  a  remarkable  confirmation 
of  the  probability  of  such  an  etymology,  for 
whilst  “Nad”  means  “to  sound,”  “Nada,”  its 
derivation,  means  “a  river.”  The  Ebbe  or  Ebel  is 
a  small  river  in  the  south-west  part  of  Wilts. 

The  word  would  seem  probably  to  be  derived 
from  the  same  Sanskrit  root  ap,  or  ah,  which  is 
found  in  the  Gothic  as  “Aiwa,”  and  in  the 
obsolete  Gaelic  as  “Abh”;  the  termination  of  the 
second  form  is  probably  a  diminutive,  for  El  has 
this  force  in  Welsh.  Crib  means  “a  summit,” 
“Crib-el”  a  “Cock’s  comb,”  “Coq”  means  “a 
short  piece  of  wood,”  and  “Coq-yl,”  a  short, 
stout  piece  of  wood,  i.e..  Cudgel.  Hence  “A-bel” 
or  “Eb-cl”  would  mean  a  little  river. 
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